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COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public participation has played an integral role in the scope and develop-
ment of this Programmatic Environmental Tmpact Statement (PEIS). Concur~
rently with other public involvement efforts, Dames & Moore, the Corps
contractor tasked with the study of the open water disposal alternative,
initiated public involvement by conducting personal interviews of 50 indi-
viduals from government representatives, State Environmental and Coastal
Zone Management Agencles and various interest groups which bhave knowledge
of or concern with the disposal of dredged material. The responses pro-
‘duced from these interviews are summarized and appended to the Dames &
Moore Environmental Impact Report. Other public involvement efforts
included scoping meetings, work group meetings with other agencies, and
mailings describing the development of the PEIS and requesting comments
thereto. These efforts are described more completely in the followlng
paragraphs and pertinent documents are attached as noted. The concerns
ralsed during the development of this PEIS are summarized on Table 1 of
the main report.

The following were requested to be "Cooperating Agencles” to assist in the
development of this PEIS as suggested in the Council of Environmental
Quality, NEPA, Final Regulations (FR 29 November 78) (Attachment 1).

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency, Region T
U.8. Environmental Protectlion Agency, Region II
Natlonal Marine Fisheries Service

U.8. Figsh and Wildlife Service

U.S. Coast Guard, District I

U.5. Coast Guard, District IIX

Food and Drug Administration, Region I

In addition to the Cooperating Agencles, coordination was also maintailned
with the Dredging Management Work Group (DMWG), a subcommittee of the
Coastal Activities Committee of the New England River Basins Commlssion
(NERBC). This group concerns itself exclusively with the problems related
to dredging and the disposal of dredged material. The following agencies
are represented on the DMWG:

New Fngland Division Corpe of Engineers

7.8. Envirommental Protection Agency

National Marine Fisheries Service

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New York State Nept. of Environmental Conservation
Connecticut Nept. of Environmental Protection
Connecticut Coastal Area Management

Rhode Island, Office of the Governor

Interstate Sanitation Commission (New York, New Jersey and
Connecticut)

Massachusetts Coastal Zone Management

New Hampshire Comprehensive Planning 0ffice



Maine State Planning Office

U.S. Coast Guard, District I

U.S. Coast Guard, District TIX

Food and Drug Administration, Region I

Due to the study area location, state participation was primarily by New
York and Connectlicut and to a lesser degree Rhode Island and Massachu-
setts. '

Although the NERBC was disbanded as of Qctober 1982, those agenciles main-—
tained their input to the management of dredged material through the
Dredging Management Committee setup by the Interim Plan (NERBC 1980) and
the public iInterest review required of all projects. As part of the

" latter the Federal and State agency representatives meet each month to
discuss thelr concerns and offer thelr recommendations regarding each
proposed project. '

As prescribed by the NEPA guidelines for preparation of an EIS, a "Notice
of Intent” (Attachment 2) was released to the public 1 March 1979. The
distribution for this notice was compiled from mailing lists of various
State Agencies and the Corps as well as individual requests and included
nearly 600 parties. This notice provided a basic description of the pro-
ject and requested a show of interest for upcoming scoping meetings and
future mailings of project status.

The responses to this notice totaled 162, with 114 planning to attend one
or more of these meetings and 48 interested but not planning to attend.

The distribution mailing list was revised to include those parties who
responded plus any additional parties who expressed an interest and wished
to be kept Informed. This list numbered about 200 and was constantly
updated as new partles were identified. The present list includes over
300 parties (Attachment 3).

A Public Notice and an "Issue Paper” were released in April for scoping
meetings held on 1, 2, 3 May 1979 in Warwick, R.I., New Haven, CT. and
Huntington, N.Y (Attachments 4 and 5).

The 1ssues raised at these meetings were gummarized and released with the
actual meeting notes to the public for thelr further comment 6 June 1979
(Attachment 6). A verbatim transcript was also available.

Because several questions were ralsed at the Huntington scoping meeting an
additional meeting was held in Huntington 6 June 1979 to further explain
the Corps” program and policies with regard to the disposal of dredged
materlial. The prime areas of discussion were research and monitoring
programs, the Stamford/New Haven maintenance dredging project aad the
PEIS.
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Attendance at this meeting was by invitation by the‘Town Supervisor who
was provided with a list of persons who had actively participated at the
Huntington scoping meeting.

On 11-13 July 1979 the Corps” contractor, Dames & Moore, held a DELPHI
session to assign relative Importance values to selected derived issues
relating to the impacts of open water disposal. A more complete descrip-
tion of this process is included in the Dames & Moore EIR on open water
disposal of dredged material which is Appendix A of this PEIS. Members of
. the research and academic community and personnel from Dames & Moore, the
Corps and EPA were participants in this process while representatives of
the States of Connecticut, New York and the National Marine Fisherles
Service were present as observers. The results of the DELPHI were used by
Dames & Moore to develop an envirommental sultability map. '

On 7 August 1980 the Dredging Management Work Group (DMWG) met to discuss
the Delphi results and the environmental sultability map with Dames &
Moore and to make recommendations regarding sites which should be studied
in more detail.

The primary concerns ldentified by the DMWG were the need for regional
sites throughout Long Island Sound and that priority be given to selecting
existing sites where feasible. The site areas to be studied in detail
were selected based on regional considerations and location of sources of
dredged material as well as environmental suitability.

The initial recommendations of Dames & Moore were to perform detailed
studies of sites A, B, C, and D (see Fig. 1). The existing Interim sites
of Central Long Island Sound (Site F) and New London (Site G) were also
selected for detailed evaluation to provide comparisons hetween existing
and candidate sites. Site E was added to the list of sites for detailed
study in response to the DMWG suggestion for a site in the Norwalk-
Stamford region of LIS. The DELPHI results, the environmental suitability
map showing the areas selected for further study and a preliminary outline
of the PEIS were released 12 October 1979 as a "Status Report"” (Attachment
7) for public review and comment. The comments received were forwarded to
Dames & Moore for considerstion in their report and are treated in the
PEIS.

Dames & Moore”s draft Environmental Impact Report (ETIR) for the open
water dlsposal alternative was recelved 9 November 1979. Coples were cir-
culated to Cooperating Agencies and to Dredging Management Work Group mem-—
bers for comment. Their comments were forwarded to Dames & Moore, along
with the Corps” comments, to be considered in preparation of their final
report, Additional coordination included meetings with the Oceanic Soci-
ety and an attorney for the parties to the out of court agreement, NRDC et
al, 1976, (Attachment 1) and two meetings with the DMWG and Cooperating
Agencies to discuss the status of the PFIS in general and specifically, to
discuss the EIR for the open water disposal alternative with Dames &
Moore. Their final RIR was submitted 28 March 1980 and is Appendix A of
this PEIS.



The draft PEIS with five appendices was gent to approximately 200 separate
entities while the waln report only was sent to an additional 400 agen-—
cles, organizations and individuals. A total of 52 comments were received
in response to this draft during the 45 day review period.

All comments received are included in this final document and are organ—
ized into two separate sections. The first section is included in the
main report as the comment-response section. In this section specific
comments are excerpted from the author”s original text and responded to by
the Corps. The second section is a compilation of the original comments
in their entirety. This section is Attachment 8 to this appendix. In
both sections the comments are grouped as Federal, State, local and
private and are numbered in the order receilved.

Many of these comments pointed out the need for a disposal site in Western
Long Island Sound. In response to these concerns the Corps undertook a
public interest review on a proposed site in that region. This effort
resulted in a separate environmental impact statement (EIS) and the iden-
tification of a suitable disposal site for dredged material. This site is
shown in figure 1 and the details regarding that siting process are
included in the Final EIS which was mailed to the public 5 February 1982.
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Agreement, made this the 28¢th day of

-

December, 1976, by and betlween Hatural Resources Defense Council,
Inc., Environmental Defense Fund, Inc., the Long Island Sound
Taskforce, The Fishers Island Civic Association, Inc., Fishers
Island Lebstermen's Association, Inc., Connecticut Citizens
Action Group, North Fork Envirconmental Council, Inc., the

Leggue of Women Voters of Riverhead-Southhold, Plaintiffs;.

the State of New York and the State of Connecticut, intervenors;
the United States Department of the Navy and the United Stxteé
Army Corps of Engineers, defendants, by and through theiz:qnderﬂ.
signad attorneys:

- I. Plaintiffs and Intervenors hereby agree that

upon the execution of this memorandum of agreement, they will
promptly take action to dismiss with prejudice the case now
pending before the United States District Court for the District

- -

of Connecticut styled Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.,

et al. v. Callaway, No. H-74-268, with each party bearing its

own costs, and further agree that the temporary injunction
issued therein may be forthwith dissolved. It is fuxther aqrccd
that the Court shall retain jurisdiction for the purpose of
adjudication of Plaintiffs’ claim‘fo: entitlement to attornéy‘s
fees incurred in said case. -
II. The United States Army Corps of Engineers (here-
after Corps), acting through the pivision Engineer, New England |
Division, agrees'to the following: l i,

A. The Corps will proceed as expeditiously as

‘possible to prepare a composite Environmental Impact Statement

(CEIS) for the disposal of dredged material from the Long
Island Scund Area, and will consider therein the availability
of disposal sites in Block Island Sound and other nearby oczan
waters. Tie Corps will endeavor to complcte the final CﬁIS

ty bocombor 31, 1979.
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B. The Corps aarces to scek funding from the
wungress for such additional studics of alternative dumping
sites as it may doem necessary or appropriate during the
processing of the CE1S. The,Statés of New Yorx and Connecticut
agree to supporf aﬁy‘such reéuest of the Corps four such funding.
C. The Corps agrees to proceed expeditiously
to designate an alternate disposal site to the New Londea
dumping site in accordance with the conditions in ﬁermit number
CT-LONG—74-G3, dated 29 April 1974, as émended. The Corps also
égrees to conduct such field studies, if any, which may,_in the i
oﬁinion of the Corps, be necessary ﬁo implemant use of such

alternative site to be designated.

D. The Corps will take the necessary stéps to

‘have the States of New York and Connecticut included as ﬁembars

of the Inter—-Agency Scientific Advisory Subcommittee on Ocean
Dredging and Spoiling (ISASODS). It furth;r agreed that the
Plaintiffs may designate two individuals who shall ke given
notice of all meetings of ISASODS, and that Plaintiffs’® repre-
sentatives may attend any meeping of ISASODS.

The foregoing provisions wiil also be incorporate:l into

a memorandum of understanding between the Corps and the States of

New York and Connecticut.

IIY. The Corps will include in its permit to the
United States Navy (Navy) for disposal of dredge material.from
Thames River dreéging the following conditions: |
A. The Navy will conduct its Phase II dredging
operations in a generally North/South direction, subject ﬁo

the right of the Navy for national defense reasons to reguest

the Corps for such modifications in the dreildging as may be

necessary to expaditiously complete the project.

B. The Navy will, upon commencement of Phase II
dredging continue to monitor the effects of disposal of such

droedged material in eccordance with Lhe eriteria setl torth in this

|~ i
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-2 perrady, as they may be modified, which monituring will include

fadiological, chemicq], or oquivalent tracing of sediment
disperssl and compreheasive biologiéal uptake studies at the
dumpsite, unless the Corps, after rece@pt of fecommendations
from 1$AS50D5 {or if a prompt recu“nenﬁgtion f?cm'ISASODS is
" not forthtoming, after consultation with ISAZ0DS), dcterﬁine
thdt such tracing is inappropriate under ;hé circumstances. ' -
C. The Navy will make available for such
monitoring adequate funds to meet the regquirements of this
permit, provided however; that the funds s¢ to be provided
shall not exceed $500,000 over and above the funds heretofore
expended. ' |
Iv. The Corps agrees to continue reasonable monitor-
ing of the New London dump site after the completion of Phase -
1I of the Navy's Thames River project, including approptiate‘

- - -

monitoring of chronic effects; e.g., sedimen£ movement and
biological uptake.
V. It is agreed that the dismissai of the case_:

of NRDC v. Callaway, referred to above, is with prejudice to
the right of any party to assert any claim within the subject
matter of such 1itigatioﬁ, but is without prejudice to the right
of any person, including all parties hereto, to bring any court |
action arising out of proposals for future disposal of dredged
material into navigable or ocean waters not within the subject
matter of said case.

VI. It is further agreed that this agreement shall
be filed for informational purposes with the United States Dis-~

trict Court for the District of Conneccticut, in conjunction with

the diswmissal order to Lo enterced in said cassf t
Made and entered into this the T} <;’/aay o \;:;;ﬁ_-

l9zpﬂ by the undersigned Attoracys of Record, who by such
signature represent that they have been dulyvy authorized to

enter into this agrcement.
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STATE OF NEW YORK : NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE
COUNCIL, INC., ET AL.

| h
JORt F.  SHEA 111 ALBERT K. BUTZEL /

. By

Asbistant Attorney General - -"Attornev for the Plaimntiffs- ;
State of New York 425 Park Avenue
Two World Trade Center New York, New York 10022
New York, New York 10047
STATE OF CORNECTICUT UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
, & UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS QF ENGINEERS
AN E. NE
Assistant Attorney General Attornev Department of Justxce
P. 0. Box 120 : Washlngton b. C. 20530
Hartford, Connecticut. ' . I-4
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NEDOD-R~13 | ' 18 April 1979

Mr. William Adams
Begional Administrator
UeSe EoPsl ~ Region Y
JPK Federal Building
Boston, MA 02203

Dear Mr. Adams:

The New England Division of the Corps of Englneers is preparing a .
Composite Environmental Impact Statemeant sod Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound
and adjacent open waters.

I wish to request the participation of your agency in this process as a
"ecooperating agency"” under the Council of Environmental Quality,

HEPA, Final Regulations as published ip the Federal Register on 29
November 1578 (Section 1501.6).

On 13 December 1973 Mr. Russell Wilder of your agency, was briefed on

this preoject by my staff and our contractor, Dames and Mobre, at a

meeting of the Interagency Dredging Management Committee of the New

England River Basins Commizgsion. HMay I assume that Mr. Wilder will

be our contact for this coordination and will participate in our May

scoping nmeetings? . - CiL

{ﬂ é/kdbESS

We look forward to'yOur involvment in this NEPA process.

Sincerely yours,

JOHN P. CHANDLER
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Division Engineer

Incl
1. Yotice of Scoping hHeetings
2. Issue Papsr




NEDOD~R~13 . . 18 April 1579

Mr. Bckardt C. Beck

Regional Adwinistrator

" TUeSs EPsde ~ Region I .
26 Federal Plaza = Room 1009
New York, WY 16007

Dear Hr. Becic:

The Yew England Division of the Corps ¢f Engineers is preparing a
Composite Euvironmental Impact Statement aad Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Loung Island Sound, Block Island Sound.
and adjacent open waters.

I wish to request the participation of your ageucy in this process as g
Y"cooperatiny agency” under the Council of Environmentsl Quality,

NZPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register on 29
November 1978 (Section 1501.6).

Please let me know who will represent your agency for this coordination &JL,
and will attend our May scoping meetings. FZZJZAUzL5?5

e look forward to your involvment in this NEPA process.

Sincexely yours,

JOHY P. CHAMDLER
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Division Cngineer

inel
l. Yotice of Scoping ieetdings

2. Issue Paper I-&
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NEDOD~R-13 \ . - o 16 April 1979

Mr. William Gordon

Regional Director

National Marine Fisheries Serxvice
14 Elm Street

Gloucester, MA 01930

Mr. Gordon:

The New England Division of the Corpa of Engineers is preparing a

Composite Environmental Impact Statement and Management Plan for the

disposal of dredged material in Lomg Island Sound, Block Island Sound
and adjacent open waterd.

I wish to request the participarion of your agency iu this process as a
Peooperating agency”™ under the Council of Environmental Quality,

NEPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register oa 29
November 1978 (Section 1501.6}.

On 18 December 1978 Mr. Michael Ludwig of your agency, was briefed on
this project by my staff and our contracter, Dames and Moore, at a
meeting of the Interagency Dredgzing Management Committee of the Hew
England River Basins Commission. May T assume that Mr. Ludwig will
be our contact for this coordination and will participate in our May
scoping meetings?

C&Ln.

HWe look forward to your involvment in this NEPA process. '(& Laorsss

Sincerely yours,

JOBE P. CHANDLER
Coleonel, Corps of Engiasers
Division Engiceer

Incl
1. DNotice of Scoping Meetings
Z. 1ssue Papex

I-g
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMIENT OF COMMERCE

NATICINAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
Federal Building, 14 Elm Street
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930

MAY 3 1379

Col. John P. Chandler
Pivision Engineer

Department of the Army

Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154

Dear Colonel Chandler:

We have reviewed your letter of April 18, 1979, regarding
preparation of a Composite Environmental Impact Statement and
Management Plan for the disposal of dredged material in Long
Island Sound, Block Island Sound, and adjacent open waters.
You request that we participate in this endeavor as a
"cooperating agency" in accord with Section 1501.6 of CEQ's
Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register of
November 29, 1978.

You are corrxect in assuming that Mr. Ludwig will continue
to act as the coordinator between this agency and yours in
development of the subject document. In that capacity, Mr.
Ludwig will likely attend the scoping meetings scheduled for
May.

We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this
action, and are willing to assist as a "cooperating agency".
We must, however, emphasize that the press of other duties
upon our limited staff may at times preclude full participation
in all functicns related to plan development.

In view of our prior communications on disposal of dredged
material in Long Island Sound, and preliminary discussions
with your staff and representatives from Dames and Moore, we
do not presently plan to make a public statement at any of the
scheduled meetings. Should this be counter to your desire, .
please feel free to discuss the matter with Mr. Ludwig.

Sincerely,
L(1§MAIMA‘ xieigbvuuua,
DkRobert W. Hanks |

Acting Regional Director

National Oceanic and Atmaspheric Administration

L



NEDOD~R~13 | - o 16 April 1979

Mr. Howard Larsen

Reglonal Director

U.Ses Fish and Wildlife Service
! Gateway Center

Newton, HA

Dear ¥Mr. Larson:

The New England Division of the Corps of Engluoeers 1s preparing a
Conmposite Environmental Impact Statement and Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound
and adjacent open wWaters.

I wish to request the participation of your agency in this process as a
"cooperating agency" under the Council of Environmeantal Guality,

NEPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register on 29
Movember 1978 (Section 1501.6).

On 18 December 1978 Mr. David Riley of your agency, was briefed on
this project by my staff and our contractor, Dames and Moore, at a
neeting of the Interageuncy Dredging Manazement Committee of the New
England River Basins Compission. May I assume that Mr. Riley will be

our contact for this coordination and will participate in our May RN« X5
Fow Lawless

scoping neetings?
We look forward to your involvment in this NEPA process.

Sincerely yours,

JOI P. CHANDLER
Colonel, Corps of Enginears
Division Engineer

Incl
1. Notice of Scoping Meetings
Z2e Isaue Paper

i~
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I% REPLY REFER TO!

UN!TED.STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

One Gateway Center. S.-te 700
NEWTON CORNER, MASSACHUSETTS D2158

: 11 JUN 1879
Colonel John P. Chandler

- Division Engineer

Department of the Army

New England bivision, Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02154

Dear Colonel Chandler:

This responds to your April 18, 1972 letter regarding Service
participation as a cooperating agency for the preparation of the
Composite Environmental Statement and Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound, Block Island
Sound, and adjacent open waters.

As you know, we are deeply concerned with the environmental implications
of open water spoil disposal and we appreciate the opportunity to
actively participate in the EIS development process. Unfortunately

we were unable to attend the project associated scoping meetings

and we are concerned that our involvement as a cooperating agency may
be beyond our immediate funding and manpower capabilities.

Therefore, we would like to meet with you and/or members of your staff
as soon as possible in order to determine the scope of our potential
involvement and, if appropriate, to discuss the possibility of lead
agency funding as provided in 40 CFR 1501.6(5).

Please contact Carl Schwartz of my staff (FTS 829-9217) to establish a
satisfactory meeting date.

Sincerely yours,

ool D). Lot

Regional Director




. NEDOD=R~13 o N : 18 Apral 1979

SUBJECT: Request for Coordinating Agenciles

Compander

Eirst Coast Guard District
150 Causeway Street

- Boston, MA 02114

l. The Hew England Division of the Corps of Engineers is preparing a
Composite Environmental Impact Statement and Mapnagement Plan for the -
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound
and ddjacent open waters.

2. I wish to request the participation of your agency in this
proceas as a “cooperating agency' under the Council of Environmental
Gualicy, HEPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register -
oo 29 lovenber 1978 (Section 1501.6).

3. Please let me know who will represent your agency for this
coordination and will attend our May scoping meetings. CBL“

{ﬂ Laweess

4. WHe look forward to your involvment in this HEPA process.

P

JOBN P. CHANDLER
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Divigion Engineer

Incl
1. DNotice of Scoping Meetings
2, JIssue Paper

1= 12
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NEDOD~R~13 : ' : 18 april 1979

SUBJECT: Request for Coordinating Agencies

Comnander
Third Copast Guard District

‘Covernors Island

New York, NY 10004

i. The New England Division of the Corps of Engineers is preparing s
Composice Environmental Impact Statement and Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Scund, Block Island Sound
and adjacent open watera. .

2. I wish to request the participation of your agency in this
process as a "cooperating agency” under the Council of Environmental
Quality, NEPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register
on 29 November 1978 (Section 1501.6).

coordination and will attend our Hay scoping meetings.

el

3. Please let me know who will represent your agency for this {&_g,4uzaé35

4. We léok‘fo:ward to your iuvolvment in this HEPA process.

Join P. CHANDLER
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Division Engineer

Incl
1. Xotice of Scoping Meetiugs
2. lssue Paper

LT3
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NEDOD-R=~13 oo . 18 April 1579

Mr. Arthur J« Beebe

Regional Food and Drug Director - Region X
585 Comnmercial Street

Boston, MA 02109

Dear Mr. Besbe:

The Wew England Division of the Corps of Enginesrs i3 preparing a
Composite Environmental Impact Statement and Management Plan for the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound
and adjacent open waters.

1 wish to request the participation of your agency in this process as a
“cooperating agency" under the Council of Envirommental Quality,

NEPA, Final Regulations as published in the Federal Register on 29

Novenber 1978 (Section 1501.68).

Please let me know who will represent your agency for this coordination
and will attend our May scopiag meetings.’ cle.

/:»t Lwl—-ff’s
We lock forward to your involvment in this NEPA process. _

Sincarely yours,

JOHN P. CHANDLER
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Division Engineer

Inel
1. lotice of Scoping Meetinga
2. 1Issue Paper



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

BOSTON FIELD OFFICE
585 COMMERCIAL STREET
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109

TELEPHONE: 61723 1278

May 8, 1979

Colonel John P. Chandler
Division Engineer

Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, MA 02154

Dear Colonel Chandler:

This is in follow-up to your letter of April 18, 1979 requesting
that ¥DA be represented at your Public Scoping Meetings on disposal
of dredge material in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound, and
adjacent waters. Captain James Verber, Chief, Northeast Technical
Services Unit, PHS, FDA, Davisville, R.I. attended the May 1, 1979
meeting at Warwick, R.I. At that meeting, Captain Verber made a
statement for the record identifying FDA's concerns on this matter.

Thank you for your invitation.

Sincerely yours,

Baebe, Jr.
zl Food & Drug Director
FDA, Region I

=14
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
424 TRAPELO ROAD
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02154

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

HLDUX ‘ 1 Yarch 1979
NOTICE OF INTENT

T0: A1l Interested Government Agencies, Public Groups, and
Individual Citizens

This is a notice to all interested pnarties that the U.S.
Army Corps of Lngineers, New England Division, is preparing an
environmantal report on the disposal of dredged materials in
Long Island Sound, Block Isiand Sound and adjacent ocean waters,
A complete survey and study of all feasible disposal sites with-
in those waters is being conducted. This environmental report
will contribute to and become a part of a Composite Environ-
mental Impact Statement and Management Plan which are intended
to address the broader aspects of the disposal or deposition of
dredged materials from the Long Isiand Sound Region.

During the week of March 26th, 1979, the Corns will conduct
public meetings to solicit comments, identify issues, and to en-
courage participation by all interested parties in the develop-
rment of this environmental report and EIS. These public scoping
meetings are required by, and further described in, Section 1501-7
(Scoping) of the Council on Environmental Quality's implementation
of procedural provisions and final reqgulations to the MNational En-
vironmental Policy Actias published in the Federal Register on
November 29, 1978 (Part VI). These public scoping meetings will
be an open process for determining the scope of issues to be ad-
dressed and for identifying the significant issues related to the
disposal of dredged materials within these waters and this region.

If you will attend these meetings or if you wish to receive
additional information on the preliminary issues to be discussed



NEDDX ' a 1 March 1979
Notice of Intent

and the proposed action, please complete and mail the attached
form by March 9th, 1979. You will then receive additional in-
formation on this stuydy and notification of the dates, times,

and locations of the meetings. Your participation is encouraged.

Sincerely,
Incl /3 OHN P. CH]ANDLER —
as stated _ { Colonel, Corps of Engineers

N\ Division Engineer



This form will be avatlable at the entrance to the meeting to
assist those that wish to speak or submit a written statement.
The form is provided her¢ to assist {n the preparation of state-
ments prior to the meeting.

A et e e A e e e e S e v Brb g A LS T il A P M G M WA Ry e S D pd S S AN MR YN TR N W Y TS R S G e AT RNt T R R e R M R

NAME : ' -
ADDRESS: - ‘ .

AFFILIATION (IF ANY):
STATE THE ISSUE OR AREA OF CONCERN:

PREVIOUS OR POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM (OR HOW CAN THE IMPACTS BE MINIMIZED):



PLEASE PRINT

1wt not attend a meeting, but please send additional
information for my review and comment.

I will plan to attend the meeting in:
(you may check more than one)

Providence, RI
New Haven, CT ;
Huntington, lLong Island

I prefer that the meeting be held:
(please check more than one)

Morning
Afternoon
Evening

MAME :
ADDRESS :

ORGANIZATION/AFFILIATION/OR SPECIAL INTEREST:

REMARKS - SUGGESTION:

STGNATURE
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FEDERAL AGENCIES

Mr., Jim Brickett, Jr,
Captain of the Port
USCG Group L.I.S,

120 Woodward Avenue
New Haven, CT 06512

Mr. Robert Daley

First Coast Guard District
(dpl)

150 Causeway Street

Bogton, MA 021]4

Mr. Steven P. Dummings
Port Security Investigator
USGE Group L.IL.S.

120 Woodward Avepue

New Haven, CT 06512

Commander John Harold, USCG
Commander, USCG, Group L.I.S,
120 Woodward Avenue

New Haven, CT 06512

C.A. Huber

Lieutenant Compander, USCG
Superintendent {(ds-1)

U.5. Coast Guard Academy
New London, CT 06320

Commander Bruce Lauther, USCG
District Planning Officer

5 Commandexr, Third CG Dist.
Governors Island

New York, NY 10004

Mr. James Rutkovsky
USCG Group Long Island Sound
120 Woodward Avenue
New Haven, CT 06512

Commander (DPL)

Third Coast Guard District
ATIN: Mry. Jay S. Silberman
Governors Island

New York, NY 10004

Captain Jaseph Smith, USCG

Chief, Aids to Navigation
Branch

5 Commander, Third CG Dist.

Governors Island
New York, NY 10004

R.A. Sutherland
Captain, USCG

5-1J°h“ 0. Pastore Fedetal Bldg.

Providence, RI 02903

Professor D.§. Tolderlund
Ocean Science Section

U,5. Coast Guard Academy
New London, ¢t 06513

Captain George Wood, USCG
Chief, Marine Safety Divisiom
5 Commander, Third CG District
Governors Island

New York, NY 10004

Mr, Stanley Chanesman, NOAA
Mesa New York Bight Project
0ld Biology Building

SUNY, Stoney Brook, NY

Ms. Kathryn Cousins, Region Mgr

Office of Coastal Zone
Management - NOAA

3300 Whitehaven, WW

Washington, DC 20036

Mr. Michael Ludwig
NMFS

212 Rogers Avenue
Miiford, CT 0CRA4B0:

Mr., Robert Reid .

National Marine Fisheries Ser
Sandy Hook lLab

Highlands, NJ 07732

Mr. Robert M, Brice

Environmental Protection
Agency

200 5.W. 35th Street

Corvallis, Oregon 97330

Mr. Joseph Hudek

U.S5. EPA Region IT Room 907
26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 10007

Mr, Allen J. Tkalainen

U.8. Environmental Protection
Agency

2203 J.F.K. Federal Bldg.

Boston, MA 02203

Mr. Frank W. Deluise

U,S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Broakhaven National Lab

Upton, NY 11715

Mr. Howard Larsen, R.D.
U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service
Newton Corners, MA (2158

Mr. Carl Sahwartz

U.8. Fish & Wildlife Service
1 Gateway Center

Newton Corner, MA 02158

Mr, Willlam Lautz

U,S5. Dept of Agriculture
370 Reed Road

Broomall, PA 19008

Mr, Marc Usher, Dist Conser
U.8, Dept of Agriculture
S0dl Conservation Service
127 East Main Street
Riverhead, NY 11901

Mr. John R, Ehrenfeld,
Chalrman

53 State Street

Boston, MA 02109

Mr. Stanley R. Euston

New England River Basins
Commission

53 State Street, lst floor

Besten, MA 02109

Mr. Fred R. Disheroon, Esq.
U.8. Dept of Justice,

Room 2641
Washington, DC 20530

Mr, James M. Mansky .
Construction Permits, Reg. Br
V.8, Army, Corps of Engineers
26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 10007

BY Dist, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: Mr. Dennis Suszkowski
NANOE -E

26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 100G7

Mr, Charles Calhoun, Chief,
Digposal Operations

U.8. Army Eng. Waterways Exp.
Station, Env. Lab

p -
1% :80%:5%s 30180



Dr. Thomas Wright

U.S. Army Eng, Waterways Exp.
Sta., Environmental Labdb

P.0. Box 631

Vicksburg, MS 39180

Captain James L. Verber, Chief
Northeast Technical Services
FDA/PHS CBS, Building S-26
Davisville, RI 02854

Northern Division

Naval Facilities Eng Command
ATTN: (09BEl, Building 77
Philadelphia Naval Base
Philadelphia, PA 19112

Robert J. Hando ‘
Major, US Army Reserve
242 Hancock Street

FT Leavenworth, K3 66027

NEW YORK STATE AGENCIES

Mr. Gordon C. Colvin

NYS Dept of Environmental
Consexvation

2 World Trade Center, Room 612

New York, NY 10047

Mr. Rnadolph M. Stelle
NYS DEC -~ Room 422
50 Wolf Road

Albany, NY 12233

Mr. Andrew R. Yerman

NYS Dept of Env. Comservation
State University of NY, Bldg 4
Stony Brook, NY 11794

Mr. Harold F. Udell, Comm.
Dept Conservation & Waterways
Lido Boulevard

Point Lookout, NY 11569

Mr. Edward Sawchuck, Envir Eng
Department of Law

Two Work Trade Center

New York, NY 10047

John F¥. Shea, IIL

Assistant Attorney General
Department of Law

Two World Trade Center
New York, NY 10047

Ms, Any Edmonds

Nassau County Dept of. Health
240 014 County Road, Rpom 501
Mineola, NY 11501 ‘

Dr. Anita R. Freudenthal
Nassau County Dept of Health
Bureau of Water Surveillance
240 01d County Road
Mineloa, NY 11501 i
Mr. Thomas F. Maher s
Nassau County Dept of Health‘
240 County Road, Room 301
Mineolsa, NY . 11501 '

Mr. Thomas Lyons
NY State Parks & Recreation
Empire State Plaza

Albany, NY 12238

John J. Dowling, MD., MPH
Commissioner

Nassau County Dept. of Health
240 014 County Road, Rm 501
Mineola, NY 11501

Dr. Alan Mytelka

Assistant Director

Interstate Sanitation Comm

10 Columbus Circle

New York, WY 10019

Mitchell Wendell, FHD,
General Counsel

Interstate Sanitation Conm.

10 Columbus Circle

New York, NY 10019

Robert Nuzzi, Ph.D., Chilef
Marine Monitoring Unite
Suffolk County Dept of Health
65 Jetson Lane
Hauppauge, NY 11787
Honorable Jerome Ambro
Representative-in-Congtess

755 New York Avenue, 4th Floor
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Birzon

Office of the Hon. Jerome
Ambro

236 Cannon House Office Bldg.

Washington, D.C. 20515

Mr. George Balsdon
¢fo Senator J. Lack
NY State office Bldg.
Hauppauge, NY - 11787

Farmingville, NY

Mr. Robert Abrams
Attorney General NYS
Two Work Trade Center
New York, NY 10047

U.S. Rep Mario Biagg (D-NY)
Mr. Lawrence G, Mallon
Room 2428 BHOB

Washington, DC 20515

‘ “Qffice of Cong William Carney
" ATTN:

Mr. Martin J. Kerins
2400 North Ocean Avenue =
11738

Mr, M. Kenneth Baxter

NY State Dept of Commerce
99 Washington Avenue '
Albany, NY 12245

Mr. DeWitt Davies, Prin
Planner

Long Island Regional Planning

H. L. Dennison Office Buildin

Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11787

Dr. Clarke Williams

Regional Marine Resources
Council .

H.L. Dennison Building

Ystseasge, Meorighetetey
Environmental Management
Council

713 County Office Building
White Plains, NY 70601

NEW YORK

Mr. Robert D, Abrams
520 Davie Street
Westbury, NY 11590

Mr. Peter C. Anderson
225 Asharoken Avenue
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Carol Angst
8 Abington Plazo - *
North Port, NY 11768
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_ Lake Ronkonkoma, NY

5%

Dr. John C. Balardi, Director
WY Ocean Sciance Laboratory
Edgemere Road

Montauk, NY 11954

Myr. Charles Bassett
Box 72

Cold Spring Harbor, NY 11724

Mr, Franklin Bear
375 Wampum Way

Southold, NY 11971

Mr. James Beckwith, Pres.
Congervation United for LI
Box 973

Setucket, NY 11733

Mr. John Birdsong
17 Dale Road

Huntington, NY 11743

Dr. Henry Bokunlewicz
State University of New York
Stony Brook, NY 11794

Mr. M. T. Bonanza
1 Middlesex Plaza
North Port, NY 11768

Mr. Rita Boyer
66 Eaton's Neck Road
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Rick Brandt

Newsday

Union Avenue

11779

Mr. Joel Brodsky
21 Essex Drive

Northpert, NY 11768

Mr., Stuart C. Buckner

Waterways Management
Supervisor

577 Main Street

Islip, NY 11751

Mr, K. Butterfield

Dept of Environmental
Protection

423 Park Avenue

Huntington, NY 11743

Mr, Kenneth C. Butterfield
Town Superviser

227 Main Street
Huntington, NY 11743

Albert K. Butzel, Esquire
45 Rockerfellow Plaza
New York, NY 10022

Ms, Dorothy Cannataro
159 Ashroken Avenue
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Mary Canty
4 Casey Court
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. & Mrs. Lawrence Cavanagh
4 Rugby Court
Northport, NY 11786

Mr. J.A. Clark
23 Worthwood Circle
Huntington, NY 11743

Mrs. R. C. Colyer
Box 516, Saw Mill Read

Cold Spring Harbor, NY 11742

Mr, & Mrs, Donald Coppy
542 Ashroken Avenue
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Thomas A. Corloran
38 Westport, NY 11768

My, & Mrs. William Cunningham
90 Locust Lane
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Ralph DeHart

Village Clerk, Inc.
Village of Port Jefferson
121 West Broadway

Port Jefferson, NY 11777

Mr. Robert D'Amato
5 Essex Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. M. Debdavahagh
36 01d Town Lane
Halesite, NY

Mr. John F. DeBellas
69 Orchard Street
Oyster Bay, NY 11771

Mr. Anthony Dehaula
Soundview Avenue
Mattituck, NY 11952

My, Alan G. DeNicola
73 East 12th Street

Huntington Station, NY 1174¢

Ms. Joan Deters
19 Birningham Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Jane R, Devine
County lLegislator
256 Main Street

Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. George Doll
95 Stanton Street
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. & Mrs. J. Dornhelm
47 Bayberry Road
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Vincent Dragunat
122 Eaton's Neck Road
Northport, NY 11768



Ma. Any Eamonos
1 Meadow Lane

Brookville, NY 11545

Mr. Clifford L. Emmerick, Pres
North Creek Asscciation

North Creek Road

Northpert, WY 11768

Ms. Eileen R. Fairfield
LILCO-Envir Eng. Dept.
175 East 01d Country Road
Hicksville, NY 11801

Mr., Peter T, Farrell
92 01d Winkle Point
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Kenneth E. Feustel

Town, of Babylon

Dept of Environmental Control
200 East Sunrise Highway
Lindenhurst, NY 11757

Mr. Felix N. Fiedlibus
10 Pearl Strest

Port Chester, NY 10573

Fisher's Island Lobstermen
Assoc., Inc.

Fisher's Island

New York, NY 06390

Ms, Leslie Fitzpatrick
46 West View Road
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Donna Frederick
16 Robert Lennox Dr.
Northport, NY 11768

Dr. & Mrs. Frederick Eug
41 Argyle Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Ms, Elinor Fredston
3 Cedar Island

Larchmont, NY 10538

Mr. Peter Fershtman, Publisher

Long Island Sportsman
Magazine

184 New York Avenue
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Andre Galérne, President

Civy Island Chamber of
Commerce

P,0s Box 1

City Island, NY 10467

Dr. Martin Garell, Director
North Folk Environmental Coun,

Adelphi University Physics Dept.

Garden City, NY 11530

Mr. George Gerhold, President
NY Sport Fishing Council
4055 Broadway

Island Park, NY 11558

Mr. & Mrs. Ted Glowa
65 Eaton's Neck Road
Northport, NY 11768

Mrs, Marianne Hagstrom
4 Middlesex FPlace
Northport, NY 11768

Mr, & Mrs, J. Halagsin
15 Westview

Northport, NY 1l768

Mr. A,W. Hesse and
Mr. A.W. Hesse, Jr.
11 Everett Plaza

Halsite, NY 11743

Mrs. Lindsay Hewitt
P.0. Box 492

Huntington, NY 11743

Mr, B.J, Hilligan
The Observer

160 East Main Street
Northport, NY 11768

Assemblyman G.J. Hochbrueckner

P.OO BOX T

Port Jefferson Statlon, NY
131776

Mr. Fred Hodgson, Pres.

Save Our Stripers, Inc.
76 Kuhl Avenue

Hicksville, NY 11801

Huntington Anglers' Club

Mr. Dan Marro, Corres
Sectretary

V.F.W, Hall

210 West Pulaski Road

Huntington Station, NY 11746

Mg. Marie Bauer Johnson

Box 850

Southold, NY 11971

Mr, Jon Kalish

¢/o WBAL News

505 8th Avenue
New York, NY 10018

Mr. Joseph Kayal

New York Sportfishing Council
30 Pioneer Beulevard
Huntington, NY 11746

Mr. Al Keilster
13 Bench Road

Northport, NY 11768

Dr, Edward G. Relleher, Dir.

Biological Strudies & Evalua-
tion

Consolidated Edison Co of NY

4 Irving Place

New York, NY 10003

Mr. Mare Kent
120 Soundview Drive
Mamaroneck, NY 10543

Ms. Joan Kesner
150 Miller Plaza
Syosset, NY 11791

Mr. Irwin B. Kessman
Nassau County Plann. Comm,
222 Willis Avenue
Mineola, NY 11501

Mr, Joseph W. Ketas

NY City Dept. of City Planning
CZM Project Director

51 Chambers St.

New York, NY 10007 3-4



Mr. Gene P, Kinghan
N.YDS.M‘EOAI

Shelter Island High School
Shelter Island, NY 11964

Mr. Hubert Kraese
11 Capitol Plaza

Huntington Station, N¥ 11146
Mr. Richard Kraese

4 Pan Court

Huntington, NY 11743

Mr, John Kranenberg

Sound Surf Fishing Co.

15 Vernon Plaza

East Northport, NY 11731

Mr, C. Terry Latham )
Latham Sand and Gravel
Box 72

Orient, NY 11957

Mr, & Mrs. Charles T.
Lawrence

110 Southview Terrace

Northport, NY 11768

League of Women Voters of
Riverhead -~ Southold

Box 1103

Southold, NY 11071

Ms, Adrienne Leaky
7 Middlesex Plaza
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. R. E. Leuthardt
Long Ysland Farm Bureau, Inc.
1281 Route 58

Riverhead, NY 11901

Mr. John A Lheron
36 Brrokhell
Huntington, NY 11743

Ms. Susan Licardi
Marine Env. Council of LIS
2923 Bayview Ave

35 Baldwin, NY 11510

Ms, Lynn Lieberman
124 Soundview Terrace
Northport, NY 11768

Floyd Linton

County Legislatory - 4th Dist.

5380 Nesconset Highway

Port Jefferson Station, NY
11776

‘Mr, Joseph Locurto

215 Waterside Drive

- Northport, NY 11768

L,I. Friends of Clearwater
Ms. Karen B, Leshin

6 Grande Court

Coram, NY 11768

Ms. Susanne Mac Fadya
152 Bayview Avenue

~ Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Olive Madinharde
Wateh Way, Lloyd Neck
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Dan Marro
Huntington Angler Club
34 Soundview Road
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr, Bill Mason

News Day

Union Avenue

Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779

Mr., P. Massettl
123 Pond Way

Manorville, NY 11949

Mr. Charles T. Mathews

21 Titus Lane

Cold Spring Harbor, NY
11724

Ms. Sandy Mayer
18 Empire Court
Commack, NY

Mayor of Ashroken
Municipal Bldg.
Ashroken, NY

Mr, William A. McAneny
25 Beattie Court

Huntington, NY 11743 - S

Mr. & Mrs. Thomas A, MeCarth
6 Tudor Drive

. Northport, NY 11768

Mrs. K.R. McConnell
132 Asharoken Avenue
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Mark Mcintire

c/o Newsday

Union Avenue

Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779

Mr. James J, McNamara
32 Semon Road
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Rohert McNamara
25 Westview Road
Northport, NY 11768

Ms., Andrea Mildenberger
126 Asharoken Avenue
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. W,H, Miller

Mayor, Village of Floyd Harbc
32 Middle Hollow Road
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Richard H. Miller
Box 816

E. Quoque, NY 11942

Mr, Robert Mrazek
County Legislator

131 Center Shore Road
Centerport, NY



Mr., John W. Muenzinger, Dir.

Natural Resources Planning
713 County Office Building

White Plains, NY 10601

Mr, William Murphy
Huntington Baymen's Assoc.
38 Lover's Lane
Huntington, NY 11743

Dr. William A. Muller

- Editor

The Long Island Fisherman
‘Box 1994

Sag Harbor, NY 11963

Mr, David Newton

Suffolk Co. Cooperative Exten
246 Griffing Avenue
Riverhead, NY 11901

Mayor Peter J. Nelan
224 Main Street
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Joan Northam
210 Sackville Road
Garden City, NY 11530

North Fork Environmental
Council

Box 311

Southeld, NY 11971

Mr. William Oberx
3 Tracy Drive
Huntington, NY 11743

Ms. Nancy A. Oliver
69 Orchard Street
Oyster Bay, NY 11771

Mr. Richaxd Opsalk
6 Heather lLane
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Colin Parker
4 Robert Lennox Lane
_Worthport, MY 11768

Mr. Edward G. Parthe

L.Ll. Marine Contractors Assn
P.0. Box 451

Lindenhyrst, NY 11757

Mrs. E. E. Post

White Hill Road

Cold Spring Harbor, NY
11724

Ms, Harriet B, Post, VP
ACTION

18 West Carver St.

P.0. Box 492

Huntington, LI, NY 11743

Ms. Helen B, Post
160-15th Avenue
Sea Cliff, NY 11579

Aqua Dredge, Inc.

Mr. Charles E. Pound, Pres,
70 Byram Ridge Road

Armon, NY 10504

Mr. Ivan Pouschine, Jr.
Mayor, Village Hall
Sea Cliff, NY 11579

Mrx. Charles R. Puls
16 Tudor Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Kevin Quinn
Tewn Hall
Manhassett, NY 11030

Mr. Henry E. Raynor, Jr.
Cardinal Drive
Mattitueck, NY 11952

Mr. Peter J. Reale
975 Loulse Avenue
Mamaroneck, NY 10543

Mr. Steven C, Resler
Environmental Analyst

Town Hall Annex, — Redwood Lane

Smithtown, NY 11787

Mayor Vincent R. Rippa
515 North Avenus
Mew Rochelle, NY 10801

Ms. Joan 5. Rogan
17 Essex Drive
Northporsz, NY 11768

Attorney Joseph P. Roman
26 Peterborough Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. Allan W. Rossel
52 Valley Road
Port Washington, NY 11050

Mr. Nathan E. Rudd
Bevin Road
Northport, NY 11768

Ms. Lorna Salzman
72 Jane Street
New York, NY 10Q14

Mr., Jeffrey Sama

Environmental Control
Specialist

150 Miller Place

Syossett, NY 11791

Mr. Peter T. Sanko

Sea Grant Extension Program

Marine Sciences Research
Center

SUNY, Stony Brock, NY 11794

Mr. Eugene W. SArd
49 Harriet Lane
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Lawrence Schramm

35 Burgess Avenue

Huntington Station, WY
11746

Mayor ~ Village of Poquott
Mr. Otto H., Seeburg

22 Brichwood Avenue

Fast Setauket, NY 11733
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Dr. Jerry Shubel
State Univ. of New York
Stony Brook, NY 11794

Mr. Howard Sinmott, II
Deputy Town Attorney
220 Plandomg Road
Manhassett, NY 11030

Mr. R. Skodner
161 01d Winkle Point
Northport, NY 11768

Mr, W.J. Smith
Huntington, Anglers
167 West Rogues Path
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Clayton Steen
Argyle Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. John Stehn

Envir Conser Adv Bd, Inc.
Village of Port Jefferson
121 West Broadway

Port Jeffersor, WY 11777

Mr. Robert W. Stewart
22 Tudor Drive
Northport, NY 11768

Mr. George S. Stringer
Town Engineer

191 New York Avenue
Huntington, NY 11743

Mr. Michael Sundheimer,
Chairman

Nassau Hiking and Outdoor club

1769 Alladin Avenue

New Hyde Park, NY 11040

ENACT _
SUNY (a) Stony Brook
Union Room 079

Stony Brook, NY 11794

Mayor Vincent A, Suvozzi

City Hall
16 Bridge Street
Glen Cove, NY 11542

Mr. Basil Tangredi, DVM
153 01d Winkle Point Drive
Northport, NY 11768

The Tisher's Island Civic
Agsoc.

Fisher's Island

New York, NY 06390

Ms, Jean H, Tiedke (LWV)
Box 1103
Scuthold, NY 11971

Mr, and Mrs. Sam Toperoff
108 Larue Drive

- Huntington, NY 11743

Dr. & Mrs. Thomas Triano
Argyle Drive
Yorthport, NY 11768

Mr, George Valetine, owner

Four Winds Bait and Tackle
Shop

1457 New York Avenue
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
" 424 TRAPELO ROAD
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02154

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

NEDOD-R-20 | ' 16 April 1979
NOTICE.

'PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS
COMPOSITE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATERIAL IN LONG ISLAND SOUND
BLOCK ISLAND SOUND AND ADJACENT WATERS

Significant issues related to placing dredged materials in Long Island
Sound, Block Island Sound, and adjacent waters will be discussed at three
public meetings rescheduled for the first week of May by the U.S. Corps
of Engineers.

The meetings will be in Warwick, Rhode Island, on May lst, New Haven,
Connecticut, on May 2nd, and at Huntington Station, Long Island, on May
3xd.

We invite you to attend and give your comments, identify issues, and
participate in the development of an environmental impact statement on
the deposition of dredged materials in Long Island and Block Island
Sounds and adjacent ocean waters.

The Warwick session will open at 1:00 p.m. at the Howard Johnsons on
Jefferson Boulevard, on May lst. The Holiday Inn West at 1605 Whalley
Avenue in New Haven will be the location of the 7:00 p.m. meeting on May
2nd. On Long Island, the meeting will begin at 7:00 p.m. May 3rd in the
Huntington Elementary School on Lowndes Avenue, Huntington Station.

These public scoping meetings will be an open process for determining the
scope of issues to bhe addressed and for identifying the significant issues
related to the disposal of dredged materials within these waters and this
reglion. .

The overall study and these public meetings will have no effect at this
time on any on-going, permitted dredging activity in the area, including
the Stamford-New Haven Harbor dredging currently underway.

An issue paper glving additional information will be mailed to you in the
next few days. If you have any questions, please contact Mr. William
Lawless or Major Robert Hando at the New England Division, U.S. Army, Corps

- of Engineers, 424 Trapelo Road, Waltham, Massachusetts 02154, telephone

617-894~2400, extension 271,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
424 TRAPELO ROAD
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02154

BT Y]
it

REPLY YO
ATTENTION OF: : -
EDOD-R-1 18 April 1979

ISSUE PAPER FOR
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS FOR THE COMPQSITE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR MANAGEMENT OF
DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATERIAL IN LONG ISLAND SOUND,
BLOCK ISLAND SOUND AND ADJACENT WATERS

In response to Regulations published on 29 November 1978, by the President's
Council on Environmental Quality, the Corps of Engineers will conduct

Public Scoplng meetings at three locations during the first week of May

as follows:

1 May - 1:00 pm ~ Howard Johmson's, Warwick, Rhode Island

2 May - 7:00 pm - Holiday Inn West, New Haven, Connecticut

3 May - 7:00 pm - Huntington Elementary School, Huntington
Station, New York

Scoping meetings as outlined in the CEQ regulations are intended to
"...assist agencies in deciding what the central issues are, how long the
EIS shall be, and how the responsibility for the EIS will be allocated
among the lead agency and the cooperating agencies."

In this particular case, we are preparing an EIS to address on a regional
basis the impacts related to open water disposal of dredged material. This
is partly in response to an agreement reached among parties involved in '
NRDC, et al v. Callaway {(No. H-74-268) which case involved dredging by

the Navy in the Thames River and disposal of dredged material at the New
London Disposal Site off the mouth of the Thames River.

We recognize that the issue of disposal of dredged material spans many
agencies, many public interest groups, many geographic regions, and many
political boundaries. A large part of the solution to problems related
to dredging and disposal of dredged material lie in the states' views of
thelr coastal zone management initlatives. The Corps of Engineers is in no
position to take the lead in this area. However, there are immediate
problems at hand relative to disposal of dredged material for which long
term policy must be considered at this time. Since there are no specific
plans in any of the States to deal with disposal of dredged material, we
propose to address the problem to the extent we can without pre-empting
states' perogatives; i.e., we plan to address open water disposal options.



[

Further, we recognize that limiting the examination to open water areas
fails to give full consideration to all alternatives. In that regard,

we have recommended to the New England River Basins Commission that they
serve as a focal point for the Statés to input thelr own management plans
for land alternatives. The States, through New England River Basins
Commission, would fully develop these alternatives in a further EIS.

The EIS for which these scoping meetings are being held and the subsequent
NERBC effort would then become "tiered" with other project specific state-
ments to use in the decision making process on the individuzal projects.
CEQ Regulations describe "tiering" as, "...coverage of general matters in
broader environmental impact statements with subsequent narrower state-
ments..." and should be used, "...when it helps the lead agency to focus
on the issues which are ripe for decision..." In this instance, we intend
for the EIS to be broad and programmatic in nature to address open water
disposal. '

We are soliciting the public's ideas on all factors affecting dredging and
disposal, including the need for the dredging and environmental, economic,
and soclial impacts of dredging, disposal, and of failing to do either.
When you present your views, we would appreciate your indicating whether
you believe the issues you ralse are appropriate for the subject EIS,

the later NERBC work, or future project specific evaluation.

Background of Open Water Disposal in Long Island Sound

Prior to 1974, there were 19 sites identified and used for disposal of dredged
materials in Long Island Sound. For the several years following, disposal
policy was in limbo due to concerns about lack of specific evaluations of
impacts. In 1976, in recognition of the need to resolve disposal issues, .
the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection and the New York
Department of Environmental Conservation drafted an interim plan for manage-
ment of open water disposal. While the plan was never formally adopted, it
has led the way in the decision making process in the intervening years.

The plan outlined general types of materials to be considered suitable for
disposal in the Sound and identified four locations of regional disposal
sites, Three of those sites are actively being used. Use of a fourth site
has been deferred pending the outcome of this EIS. Figure 1 shows the
original 19 sites and the three which are currently used.

Concurrent with the states' developing an interim management plan, extensive
research on disposal impacts has been done throughout the nation, much of

it within Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound and adjacent waters. We

have contracted with a consulting firm to collect and consolidate the available
research and other information and prepare an Environmental Impact Report on
their findings. The geographic limits of the study area are shown on Figure 2.
The EIR will serve as part of the base information for the EIS. The objective
of the EIR is to identify the various environmental parameters and assess
their relative importance throughout the study region. Also included in the
report will be an identification of methods of deposition and management
practices which may be available.



In a separate, but related study, we are preparing a report at the request
of Congress on the feasibility of constructing a containment site for
dredged material from Federal dredging projects in Connecticut. Sites -
to be considered include shoreline extensions, nearshore, and offshore
island creation. This study will be closely coordinated with the EIS
effort and with the subsequent NERBC effort.

Based on input from these scoping meetings, we will develop the scope and
coordinate it with all interested agencles prior to drafting the EIS.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
424 TRAPELO ROAD
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02154

REPLY TO
ATTENTION Of: NEDOD~R-20

SUMMARY OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS
COMPOSITE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
MANAGEMENT OF DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATERIAL IN
1ONG ISLAND SOUND, BLOCK ISLAND SOUND, AND
ADJACENT WATERS

Attached is a summary of the concerns raised at the Public Scoping Meetings
held on May 1, 2, 3 at Warwick, Rhode Island; New Haven, Connecticut; and
Huntington Station, New York.

The significant issues to be analyzed in depth in the environmental impact
statement are listed in Part A. Part B is a list of items that will be
covered elsewhere or are not significant, including the corresponding
rationale. Also dttached are photo reductions of the issue flip charts
we developed at the meetings.

We invite your detailed comments on this summary regarding any concerns
you feel we missed or did not fully understand. The scoping process can

serve 1lts purpose only if your concerns have been correctly understood
and addressed. ' '

Further comments should be mailed to

U.S. Army, Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154

ATTN: My, William F. Lawless
Project Manager
Operations Division

Following an analysis of all concerns raised, we will begin addressing the
significant issues. A draft environmental impact statement will be
available for review-and comments prior to preparing the final statement.
We value your continued interest and participation in this complex and

coentroversial subject.
Sincerely yours, ////
ROBERT J. HANDO

Major, Corps of Engineers
Assistant Division Engineer




PART A ‘
SIGNIFICANT ISSUES - To be treated in depth in CEIS

Boundaries of Study Area -Management Plan

Capping ' " Mining of Sand -
Coastal Area Management Program t~Navigation

Costs : Oysters

Dredged Material , Recreational Boating
Dredging Needs Shellfish Contamination
Employment . ] Site Selection
Fisheries Studies by Others
Health Effects _ Water Quality

Long Island Sound

Boundaries of Study Area

Discuss the rationale for selecting the study area boundaries.

Recognize that the eastern boundary is well used for fisheries.

Several concerns were raised regarding the Continental Slope:
it is an area of intense activity; should the entire slope be
included or just out to 100 fathoms; consider National Marine
Fisheries Service concerns; 1s it economically and technically
feasible to dispose of dredged material on shelf; consider the
costs to fisheries if shelf is used for disposal.

Compare nearshore and offshore environments with respect to commercial

and recreational species.

Capping
Evaluate sources of capping material and stability of capping method.
Describe monitoring, enforcement, and controls of capplng. What is
the effect of the time lapse between disposal and capping? Capping is
an unproven technique. If it proves unsuccessful, can contamination
be stopped?

Coastal Area Management Program of the State of Connecticut seeks a balance
between boating and fisheries uses of the water resources,

Costs
Consider all costs ~ costs to fisheries, transport costs, and costs
to small operators. What 1s the economic impact to boating and

cormerce if disposal in Long Island Sound is stopped. Consider long
term health costs,

bPredged Material

Classify and map sediment types. Analyze existing sediment data,
pollutants, and toxicity. Inventory discharges into receiving waters
using EPA data.



Dredging Needs :
Consider authorized vs. needed channel depths to minimize dredging.
Consider long term transportation/harber use planning relative to
dredging needs; for example: deep draft vessels use one harbor,
shallow draft vessels use another. Consider dredging needs as
expressed by the Norwalk Abatement Committee. Discuss oil spill
risks resulting from inadequate dredging. One result of inadequate

dredged depths for petroleum carrying vessels would be increased
trucking.

Employment

Evaluate effects on onshore and offshore employment from disposal of
dredged material in open waters.

Fisheries

Norwalk has a presently productive lobster fishery. Identify the
specific area and productivity of this fishery., Evaluate the impacts

to fisheries at existing disposal sites. Record the present productlvity
of marine life and compare with any past reference data if available.
Identify areas dragged by fishermen and barren areas. Coordinate with
the Connecticut Commercial Fishermen's Association. Dredge at times

of lower water temperatures to minimize impacts on fish. Consider

the effects of pollutant uptake on sportfisheries. Since fish catches
are increasing and dumping risks impacting fishery resources, alternatives
to open water disposal should be sought. The waters are needed for

food. Open water disposal should stop.

Health Lffects
Establish a monitoring plan for biocaccumulation. Evaluate the
potential for long term health effects from open water disposal.
Develop contingency plans in the event of contamination resulting in
a4 public health hazard.

Long Island Sound
The North Shore of Long Lsland has not been given sufficient weight
in past decisions to allow open water disposal in the sound. Western
Long Island Sound is most fragile. There is a 3 knot tidal current
off FEaton's neck (1l knot at slack water). Long Island Sound is a
unique ecological area. Opposition was expressed to regional dump
sites within Long Island Sound because of impacts to fisheries and
recreation; state of the art is lacking regarding monitoring and
controls; uncertainty of stability of capping technique; effects of
heavy metals; and effects on public health and welfare.



Develop a plan for terminating all disposal in Long Island Sound until
assurances of no significant impacts are available. Use the EPA Ocean
Dumping Criteria within the sound. Review western Long Island Sound
data in Stone and Webster December 1971 report and proposed studies

by Adelphi University. Model the sound dynamically, prior to establishing
any long range dumping plan, considering physical oceanography, past
and present dumping, and ecologlcal sensitivity. Answer past technical
questions regarding environmental effects of disposal and why disposal
has been allowed when metals content in dredged material exceeds
permissible limits. End all dumping in Long Island Sound since long
term effects are unknown.

Management Plan
Detalled studies should be performed prior to open water disposal.
Develop a site allocation scheme for clean vs. toxic material. Develop
suitability criteria for dredge sediments and disposal sites, The
management plan should include provisions for monitoring, including
monitoring for effects of bivaccumulation; safeguards and controls.
It should discuss jurisdictional requirements including Section 103 of
the Ocean Dumping Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

Evaluate "short dumps" relative to long transport routes increasing
~ their likelyhood; resulting health hazards; and use of automatic
location racorders to pinpoint their locations. '

Testing should precede dumping. Consider treatment of dredged material
before dumping; don't dump polluted materials. A long range monitoring
rlan is needed.

Mining of Sand
Resultant holes provide sites with minimum capping requirements but
disposal there would preclude future mining.

Navigation
Disposal piles are obstructions to dragging.

Oysters
Consider the critical nature of estuaries and surrounding tidal marshes
to oyster productivity. Evaluate the effects of heavy metals uptake,
including silver, on oyster larvae. Identify extent and evaluate
relative productivity of Norwalk Harbor oyster beds.

Recreational Boating
Consider the economic need for disposal sites clese to the dredging
sites. Discuss the reopening of historic disposal sites for certain
materials.,



Shellfish Contamination
Tdentify significant species, habitat, and behavior. Evaluate uptake
of pollutants including metals, pesticides, herbicides, PCB's, coliform
bacteria. hydrocarbons, and pathogens not picked up by coliform counts.
Consider FDA action levels, filter feeders, and uncocked species as
subjects of concern. Consider rescurce uses and effects on the food
chain including human health effects. Discuss sanitary controls,
agency responsibilities, presently closed areas (acreage presently
unavallable for resource use) conditions for reopening, monitoring,
enforcement, and conditions for future closings. Consider deep water
dumping in 300' depths.

Site Selection
Conslder distribution of sites, regional sites independent of specific
-projects. Fvaluate site capacity, uses by material type, and expected
needs. Consider in-water productive uses for dredged material such as
sand overlay on myddy sites for oysters. Leave undisturbed mounds for
lobsters. Discuss the formal EPA site '"designation" procedure.

Studies by Others

Coordinate with other studies such as EPA, EIS on offshore disposal
sites, Corps New England Division contalnment study and Disposal Area
Monitoring System (DAMOS), Corps New York District Mitre Study on land
alternatives, New England River Basins Commission proposed study of
land alternatives, TerFEco procedural guide for assessing designated
EPA ocean disposal sites and Stone and Webster report on discharge
modification for Long Island Lighting Company.

Water Quality ‘
Define water quality in terms of State Standards, uses, classification,
long term trends, and baseline data. For public understanding, define
what is meant by water quality, how is it monitored, by whom, when is
there concern for contamination, and what safeguards are avallable.
Nassau County quality 1s presently improving after past deterioratiom.
Evaluate western Long Island Sound shellfish beds.



PART B
OTHER ISSUES - Treated elsewhere or not significant

Alternatives Oysters

Cost~Benefit Analysis Regulatory Responsibilities
Cumulative Effects Surface Runoff into Long Island Sound
Massachusetts Waters Testing

Mosquito Control Water Supplies

Alternatives to Open Water Disposal should be detailed in CEIS.
The Composite Environmental Impact Statement is one part of & broader
continuing effort to develop a Management ‘Plan for disposal of dredged
material. The statement will assess the effects of open water disposal
on a comprehensive regional basis and identify the least environmentally
sensitive disposal sites. The "tiering" concept described in the
Council on Environmental Quality regionations allows a broad generic
treatment of alternatives. Subsequent studies, assessments, and impact
statements -detailing alternatives such as land disposal, shoreline
extensions, marsh and island creation, and containerization will be
available to the decision makers.

It is impertant to understand that the CEIS will not mandate open water
disposal. Normal local, state, and federal regulatory processes will
continue to be the route for obtaining the necessary authorizations.
The CEIS will be but one more aid available to the decision makers.

Alternatives to open water disposal must be studied and assessed in
comparable detail. Such alternatives are chiefly state coastal zone
management concerns. The Corps has recommended to the New England
Piver Basins Commission that they serve as a focal point for the states
in development of a further ETS to assess these alternatives.

Cost-Benefit analyses on Corps' projects
This 1s a subject for treatment when assessing a specific Corps of
Engineers' dredging project. The CEIS is not project specific.

Cumulative Effects should be quantified with regard to toxing, health
impacts. The state of the art, including test data, 1s severely
lacking in this regard, The CEIS will necessarily be limited to a
discussion of available information and recommendations for future
monitoring.

Massachusetts Waters should be included in the Study Area. _
The study area was chosen as a manageable ecosystem for EIS development.
A separate EIS is planned for Massachusetts and other Rhode Tsland
waters.

Mosquito Control from increased hreeding areas should be addressed.
This would relate to nearshore marsh creation and land disposal and
not te open water disposal being addressed in the CFIS.



Oysters -~ Estuaries and surrounding tidal marshes are critical; cumulative
wetland filling reduces this critical habitat.
These are subjects related to alternatives to open water disposal and
as such would be treated in a very general sense in the EIS except to
the extent open water disposal would impact estuaries and their
marshes.

Regulatory responsibilities - Expand decision making criteria to reduce
subjectivity
Regulatory responsibilities will be discussed briefly in the CEIS. It
is anticipated that with development of the CELS and the Management
Plan that subjectivity will bte reduced in the future.

Burden for disposal should be with community benefiting from dredging.
This is an issue to be considered by regulatory agencies in reaching
thelr permit decisions. It cannot be answered in an EIS.

Surface runoff should be cellected in basins and not allowed to enter Long
Island Sound
To the extent that such runcff contributes contaminants to dredged
material this subject will be addressed. However, the control of such
sources of runoff are subject to local, State, and Federal regulatory
agencies and applicable water quality standards.

Testing -~ Discussion of bioassay procedures; critique of biocassay procedures
manual
Some discussion of this subject will be Included, but a detailed
critique of the manual is a national policy issue, not a regional EIS
issue,

Water Supplies ~ aquifer contamination
This relates to land disposal alternatives and will not be detailed in
the CEIS. ‘
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
424 TRAPELO ROAD
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02154

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

NEDOD

STATUS REPORT

COMPOSITE ENVIRONMENTAIL, IMPACT STATEMENT

MANAGEMENT OF DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATERTAL
FROM THE LONG TSLAND SOUND AREA

This report is intended to provide an update on the progress of the referenced
environmental impact statement. It includes an outline of the scope of the
statement, a brief description of sites selected for further study for the
open water disposal alternative, and a request for any comments you may wish
to make at this time.

In June, we mailed a summary of the Public Scoping Meetings. The comments

we received were valuable in helping to define the scope of the EIS. Attached
is an outline of that scope indicating, in particular, that all feasible al-
ternative:methods of disposal will be treated, Alternatives such as land
dispogal, however, willl necessarily be treated in a more generic manner than
open water disposal. This is due to the state of the art of disposal options,
available scientific data, and land use and coastal zone issues being under
the jurisdiction of State and local governmente. For the latter reason, we
requested that the New England River Basing Commission perform detailed
studies of shoreward alternatives. To that end the Commission submitted a
study proposal to the Water Resources Council for FY 81 funding. We proposed
to provide funds to the Commission in FY 80 for preliminary work of a generic
nature that would be of use in the CEIS as well as in the subsequent detailed
studieg. We are presently defining those tasks that would be Corps funded.

We intend to present the various options in a format which will allow ready
comparisons for project specific decision making.

Also attached is a map which shows the environmental suitability of the study
area and which indicates the sites chosen for detailed impact analysis.

This map was prepared by our contractor, Dames & Moore, who comnsidered specific
characteristics, welghed and combined them into broader issues of considerable
significance and mapped them over the study area. These maps, in turn, were
used as iIssues and, via controlled debate and decision iterations (Delphi)

by a select group of academic, Corps, and Dames & Moore representatives,

were assigned relative importance wvalues, as listed below, and combined to

form the inclosed map.



Issue Importance (%)

Ecological Sensitivity ' 25
Flsheries Sensitivity 22
Potential for Spreading of Deposited Materials 17
Monitoring and Surveillance 13
Water Quality 12 .
Non~Living Resources 5.5 )
Coastal Area Sensitivity 5

This sultability map makes use of computer symbols to delineate areas
of different classes of suitability as shown on the map legend. These
values are relative and should be considered with that perspective,
For purposes of comparison, each category may be considered to be
eleven percent more sultable than the next lower category.

The refinement of the broader areas of high sultability class to more
detailed areas, as outlined below, was developed by Dames & Moore with
regard to considerations presented by the Dredging Management Work Group
of the Wew England River Basins Commission at their 7 August meeting.
Present at that meeting were representatives from the Environmental Pro~
tection Agency, the Coast Guard, the Corps of Engineers, the National
Marine Fisheries Service, the Fish and Wildlife Service, the Food and
Drug Administration, the CT/NY/NJ Interstate Sanitation Commission,

The Comnecticut Department of Environmental Protection, the Wew York
State Department of Environmental Conservation and the State of Rhode
Island. Primary concerns of this group were the need for regional sites
throughout Long Island Sound and that priority be given to existing sites
where feasible. The site areas to be studied in detaill were selected
based on regional considerationg and location of sources of dredged
material as well as environmental suitability.

Areas of 'high plus' suiltability (the most suitable areas) occur in a
broad area of the outer continental shelf and in central Long Island
Sound from the offshore vicinity of New Haven to Stony Creek, In view
of the availabllity of areas within Long Island Sound with high suita-
bility comparable to the outer shelf areas, and the significant economic
impacts associated with the use of such distant sites, the shelf site
areas were not recommended for detailed evaluation. |

Site Area A is centered around a small area of 'high' suitability, loca-
ted off the Bridgeport Harbor. It represents the most environmentally
suitable area iIn western Long Island Sound, and includes portions of the
old Bridgeport site. Major dredge sources in this area include the
Housatonic River projects and Bridgeport Harbor,.

Site Area B 1s located predominately in the central Sound 'high plus’
area and includes the abandoned Branford disposal site. This area is
the most suitable area in the central Long Island Sound region.

e



Site Area C is centered is an area of 'high' suitability offshore from
Clinton Harbor and within reasonable distance of the Connecticut River
sources of dredged materials.

Site Area D is located in Block Island Sound centered on a ‘high minus'
suitability area at the Connecticut-Rhode Island border (Pawcatuck River).
This area 1s the most suitable area in the eastern Long Island Sound/Block
Island Sound region.

In response to the Dredging Management Work Group suggestion for inclusion
of a site area for impact assessment from within Western Long Island Sound
in the Norwalk to Stamford region, Site Area E was selected. This area
represents the most sultable area within the broad 'intermediate plus'
area of suiltability which characterizes the Western Sound and includes

a portion of the abandoned Eaton's Neck Disposal Site.

In addition to the above sites, the present New London and New Haven Dis-
posal Sites, F and G, will be included for impact evaluation to provide
a comparison between existing sites and those ldentified through the
suitability analysis.

The areas described above are sites recommended for further study and
should not be thought of, at this time, as designated sites for the
disposal of dredged material.

We invite your comments on the scope of the EIS and on the site areas to
be studied further. Detailed comments with respect to the characteristics,
uses, and potential impacts at the specific areas selected for further
study are particularly invited.

Comments should be mailed to:

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154
ATTN: Mr. William F, Lawless
Project Manager

Operations Division

Sincerely,

Coloned, Corps of Engineers
Deput/4 Division Engineer



OUTLINE AND PRELIMINARY SCOPE FOR

COMP OSITE

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

FOR MANAGEMENT OF

DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATERIAL

FROM THE

LONG ISLAND SOUND AREA

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NEW ENGLAND DIVISION



SUMMARY -

INTRODUCTION

A.

Definition of Study Area -

Long Island Sound (LIS) and Block Island Sound (BIS) and
contiguous environs; Describe, show map with significant
landmarks as related to dredging: dredging sites, amounts,
old and present disposal sites (aquatic and upland), etc.

Dredged Material Disposal - Past, Present, and Future =

Brief description of dredging methods and disposal alternatives.
Describe past practices and amounts - present situation and
proposed future plans.

Problems with Dredged Material Disposed from LIS -

Summarize significant environmental, social, econbmic, and
engineering problems assoclated with dredged material disposal -
Federal, State and Private perspectives.

Concerns and Issues —

Summarize significant concerns and issues; especially public
reaction to dredging and disposal in LIS - provide table,
relating groups and agencies to significant issues and show
where controversy 1s apparent.

Need for and Purpose of Study and EIS -

Describe why this EIS, study and any proposed future studies
are necessary; underlying purpose, court ruling, etc.

Major Conclusions and Findings -

Briefly summarize major conclusions of the EIS/study - explain
how they will be utilized in the future; recommended
strategies, National Economic¢ Development (NED) versus
Environmental Quality (EQ) accounting, etc.

i



A,

LAWS AND REGULATIONS AFFECTING DREDGED MATERTAL
FROM THE LONG ISLAND- SOUND AREA

Short paragraph describing why, purpose, and usefulness of
relevant environmental laws and policies affecting study and
proposed plans.,

Table to show all relevant laws and regulations, with brief
statement as to objections of law/reg, relevance to: this study,
how considered, and reference. Laws and regulations covered
should include, but not be limited to Federal: NEPA; CWA, Section
404 & 401; Clean Alr Act; Coastal Zone Management Act; Deepwater
Port Act; Endangered Species Act; Federal Water Project Recreation
Act; Fish and Wildlife Coordinate Act; Historic Sites Act; Marine

" Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act; National Historic

Preservation Act; River and Harbor Act, etc.; and State and Local
Regulations: Coastal Zone Management Programs; Land Use Plans;
Water Quality Certification, etc.

Those laws and regulations determined as significantly relevant
will be described and related to program in more detail.



AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

A.

B.

D.

General setting: show boundary of study area, general geographic
condition, l.e. bathymetry, cities and rivers on map and provide
discussion of economics, demography and ecology of LIS, BIS, and
coastal environs.

Significant Resources: discuss significant resources of area;
fisheries (habit, fishing and spawning grounds) recreation, etc.
(perhaps show derived or issue maps from Dames & Moore).

Description of Dredged Material: show (in tables) past and
predicted amounts and quality of dredged materlal from LIS area,
attempt to categorize for alternative disposal methods.

Description of proposed disposal sites - detailed environmental
conditions at proposed disposal sites where possible, i.e. perhaps
show some maps from Dames & Moore.

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

A,

B.

Introduction of significant effects - each will be subheading for
more detailed discussion.

Social-Economic Effects ~ preliminary indication would fall in
following categories: Demography, economics, transportation/
navigation, aesthetics, cultural resouces, recreation.

Natural Resources — Physical resources, including water quality,
substrate characteristics, etc; and blological characteristics
including shellfish, finfish, valuable or sensitive species, etc.



ALTERNATIVES

A.

. .
Introduction of all potential alternatives -~ make table briefly
showing pros and cons of each within soclal, economic, environmental,
etc. categories; include no—-action alternatives.

Describe which alternatives are proposed and why; which ones

are not considered feasible, and which ones are feasible under
conditions. Provide table (matrix) to interrelate circumstances
within each preferred alternative. Provide a short discussion of
social, economic, environmental, and engineering considerations,
mitigation, surveillance and monitoring, etc.

Describe how proposed alternative should be seleéted: NED wversus
EQ rational for decision, i.e. balance economic efficiency
with environmental considerations.

*Alternative studied should include, but not be limited to the
following: ©No action, no dredging, limited dredging, deep ocean
disposal, offshore island containment, dispersal, continued open water
disposal, upland disposal, river/harbor disposal, wetland creation,
constructive uses, decontamination, beach nourishment, etc.



PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

A.

B.

Describe public participation process, i1.e. scoping, Delphi, NERBC
work group, etc.

Describe issues located during public participation process, use
table to show relationship to various categories of issues and
where controversy occurs.

Describe steps taken to resolve significant or controversial
issues.

Describe mailing list and list of cooperating agencies or groups.

LIST OF PREPARERS

APPENDICES
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RICHARD L. OTTINGER
247 DisTRICT, NEW YORK

COMMITTEES:
ENERGY AND COMMERCE

Congress of the United States

TBouse of Wepresentatives
Washington, B.L, 20515
July 14, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Dear Mr. Tomey:

[l =]

REPLY, IF ARY TO:
01 2241 RavruRN Housk OFrice BulLping
WasMineToN, D.C. 20518
(202) 2256508

DISTRICT OFFICES;

a 77 Quaxer RIoaK ROAD
MNew Rocuente, New York 10804
(9t4) 235-5600

O 100 STEVENS AVENUE
SuITE 202
Mount VERNON, NEW YorK 10850
(914} 633-2066

I am writing to submit my comments on the Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged

Material in the Long Island Sound Region.

I represent the 24th Congressional District of New York
which encompasses the Westchester County Long Island Sound shore
communities. The economic well-being of these communities

depends upon keeping the harbors open and vital.

The costs of

maintenance dredging have skyrocketed in recent years due to the
inavailability of accessible dumping sites. Upland disposal
sites in Westchester do not exist and the prohibitive costs of
durmping in the ocean together with the incompatibility of
ocean-going equipment with the type of work which must be
performed in these harbors, makes this remaining type of disposal

difficult and exorbitantly expensive, at best.

It is the purpose of this letter to advise you of my support
of the comments which you have received from a number of my
constituents urging the Corps to study and open environmentally
acceptable dumping sites in the western portion of the Sound,

In order to accomplish this end, it has been suggested that
the eastern portion of Eaton's Neck be reopened immediately
and that the Corps evaluate additional dumping sites in the

western New York State Long Island Sound waters.

Such sites might

include the Stamford-Norwalk-Eaton's Neck triangle, Faton's Neck
West, and Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and

Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island. I formally request that

your -cngoing DAMOS (Disposal Area Monitoring System) study
include these and other appropriate disposal areas located in

the western portions of the Sound. PFurther it is my hope that the
New England Division will coordinate its efforts with the New
York District Corps which has direct jurisdiction over the

Westchester communities

Finally, I urge the Corps to move as expeditiously as
is possible to establish the western Scund disposal areas. I
am hopeful that the years of examination of this issue have yielded
sufficient amounts of environmental and other critical evidence
to preclude further lengthy and time-consuming hearings. If
additional hearings are requlred,-l request that they be held

in Westchester.

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS



.Mr David Tomey

July 14, 1981
Page Two

Many thanks for your attention to my concerns on this
critical issue. The health of the economy of the Westchester
Sound shore communities depends to a large extent on the
health of the harbors. Therefore it is critical that an
environmentally harmless and economically feasible dumping site
in the western portion of the Sound be established.

Sincerely,_

Rlchard L. Ottinger
Member of Congress

RLO:mko
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JUN 16 1981

Department of Energy

Chicago Operations Office

Office of Regional Activities — Boston
150 Causeway Street

Boston, MA 02114

The Division Engineer

New England Division

Attn: David Tomey, NEDPL-JP
US Army Corp of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02154

Dear Mr. Tomey:

We have reviewed the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for
the Disposal of Dredged Material in Long Island Sound.

Dredging the waterways of New England is an important subject which is of great
concern to the Department of Energy. These waterways are the primary routes by
which many fossil fuels enter New England. If these ports and harbors are not
maintained at their maximum capacity, then the New England energy picture is
severely damaged. As stated on Page III-1, distribution efficiency is maintained
by maximizing the size of the vessels (deep draft) making the deliveries. The
conversion of power generating plants to coal at the Norwalk and Bridgeport
facilities will increase the use of these harbor facilities. This also could be
compounded by the possible accidental discharging of coal in the shipping lanes
and berthing sites, requiring increased dredge maintenance schedules.

Therefore, if the locations for the disposal of these dredged materials is not
solved soon, many delays will continue to be created in the maintenance schedules
of these waterways of Long Island Sound. DOE, as well as many other state and
federal agencies have been working under the NERBC to solve these critical dis-
posal questions.

We continue to support these efforts and feel that this programmatic EIS is a

step in evaluating all the alternatives available to solve a possible impass. We
realize that dredge disposal has large environmental effects upon areas where they
are deposited. However, decisions must be made which may not be completely satis-
factory to everyocne's point of view. We must advance slowly but steadily in order
not to seriously damage either the economic or environmental conditions of New
England.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sintergly,
J//g{{wy% )
ugh Saussy, dJr.

Director
Office of Regional Activities-Boston
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
HARTFORD AREA OFFICE.
ONE FINANCIAL PLAZA:
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06103
REGION ! June 24, 1981 : IN-REPLY HEFR TO:

1,288 (Forzley): Lo

Division Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

Dear Sir:

Subject: Draft-Programmatic EIS
Disposal of Dredged Material
Long Island Sound

We have reviewed the above statement and commend the

Corps for providing an information base for future
site-specific proposals dealing with disposal of dredged
materials. in the. Connecticut environs. As these proposals
are.received, we will review them as to their impact on:
HUD assisted activities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this programmatic:
EIS.

Sincerely,

P R =

John W. McLean
Area Manager

NN~
N
X
X

A

cc: David Prescott, Region I, ECO



United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Office of Environmental Project Review
15 State Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02109

In Reply Refer To: July 2, 1981
ER 81/1082

Colonel C. Ernest Edgar, III

Division Engineer

New England Division, Coxrps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Dear Colonel Edgar:

We have reviewed the draft programmatic environmental impact statement for
the disposal of dredged material in the Long Island Sound Region.

Fish and Wildlife Resources

Qur concerns center primarily on the potential long-term cumulative impacts
of open water disposal on the aquatic ecosystem. The documents do not
critically reviewy the alternatives to open water disposal but instead pro-
mote the expansion of the three existing disposal sites to the possibility
of seven open water disposal sites. The Corps appears to be treating all
classes of dredged material as waste with no indepth analysis of the use
uncontaminated dredged material as a beneficial resource. '

We prefer the beneficial use of uncontaminated dredged material, such as
habitat development, beach restoration, land reclamation, or building
aggregate. For contaminated material, we recommend upland and/or aquatic
containment. Although aquatic contaimment is the subject of a separate
Corps study, there is no analytical investigation of upland containment in
the region,

As acknowledged in the reports, the potential long-term impacts of open
water disposal of contaminated dredged material on the aquatic ecosystem
are not well understood. The discussion of these long~term impacts is
centered on heavy metals, chlorinated hydrocarbons, and oil and grease.
These substances are only a small subgroup of the 129 compounds that have
been listed by the Environmental Protection Agency as toxic substances.,
We recommend that these priority pollutants be investigated in any dis~-
posal of contaminated material.

The subject of long-term impacts is being studied by the Corps' DAMOS pro-
gram at the three interim sites in Long Island Sound. Since these impacts
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are not fully understood and the efficacy of capping as a mitigative
measure has not been established, we recommend against the expansion of
disposal sites in Long Island Sound.

S S

Mineral Resources .

From the information provided in Appendix A, Envirommental Impact Report,
it s difficult to assess the project impacts on mineral resources.

Mineral resources are listed as a study criteria in the Open Water Disposal
Study Data Structure Diagram, but in section II. B-3, Rating of the Issues,
were -considered of low importance. We contend that, environmental and
technical problems not withstanding, offshore sand/gravel deposits exist

in the LIS and that the disposal of dredged sediments may preclude specific
sites from future development., Rapid depletion of land sources of these
materials in the LIS region justifies serious consideration of recovering
:abundant near shore deposits. '

We suggest that the report address more directly the conflict of disposal
sites and potential resources. Specifically, mineral resources should be
included in Table III. B-l in the Site Use Value Considerations. Further,
a statement should be included in each of the Physical Characteristics
sections for the seven proposed sites that would provide an indication of
the relative marketability of the sediments present, based on available
data such as particle size distribution and clay content.

We recommend inclusion of measures such as sediment curtailns to control
the migration of resuspended fine-grained sediments during dredging and
open-water disposal operations (pg. V-13).

‘Concludigg Comments

We consider this programmatic statement to be inadequate in regards to the
long~term impacts of open water disposal and the alternatives to open water
disposal. These inadequacies will remain until the questions on long-term
impacts are answered and the attitude that dredge material is a waste pro-
duct prevails. -

Sincerely yours,

Dt P AL e

. - ' William P. Patterson
Regional Envirommental Officer "
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

FOREST SERVICE

" NORTHEASTERN AREA STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY
370 REED ROAD -~ BROOMALL, PA, 19008

1950
July 21, 1981

Colonel C. E. Edgar, IIl, Division Engineer
New England Division

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

Attention: Mr. David Tomey, NEDPL-IP
Dear Colonel Edgar:

After review of the Draft PEIS for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region, the following comments are submitted for your consideration in preparing
the final document.

As this document is now written, it is difficult to determine what, if any, decision

is being made on the disposal of dredged material. Since this is a programmatic state-
ment, we would look for the document to set out overall program direction. In Section
IV, Alternative Methods of Dredged Material Disposal, there should be an indication

of which one or more alternatives is (are) preferred. This would effectively reject
the “no action" alternative and establish the feasible methods of disposal.

Criteria and methodology should be developed for evaluating which disposal method
'should be used when site-specific projects are analyzed. On page ii there is mention
of the development of consideration tables, but no discussion of this subject is con-
tained in the body of the document. If this is proposed as an evaluation method,

then more explanation is needed on the considerations to be used in rating alternatives.

In Section V, The Affected Environment, a general description of upland sites and
wetlands should be added to adequately describe all areas where dredged material
could be disposed.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this document and hope our comments will
prove helpful.

Sincerely,

\ :Ezzzif;?VL?-CEZ‘J'LV

"ALLEN J. SCHACHT
Area Director



Cel. C. B, Edgar, III
Divigion Engineer
New England Division
Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, MA 02254

Dear Colonel Edgar:
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL ‘MARINE FISHERIES SERVIGE

Services Division
Habitat Protection Branch
7 Pleasant Street
Gloucester, MA 01930

July 22, 1981

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed
the Draft BEnvironmental Impact Statement —- Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region. ‘ ‘

In order to provide as timely a response to your request
for comments as possible, we are gubmitting the enclosed comments
to you directly, in parallel with their transmittal to the Depart-
ment of Commerce for incorporation in the Departmental response.
These comments represent the views of the NMFS. The formal, con-
solidated views of the Department should reach you shortly.

Enclosure

Sincerely,

Ruth Rehfus
Acting -Branch Chigf




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF CONIMIERCE

Natisnal Ocsanic and Atmosphasric Administratisn
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Services Division
Habitat Protection Branch
7 Pleasant Street
Gloucester, MA 01930

July 22, 1981

TO: PP/E - Joy M ‘Wood
e
FROM: F/NER54 - Ruth/é ehfus

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement—-Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region (CE) ({DEIS 8105.31)

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region that accompanied
your memorandum of May 29, 1981, has been received by the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for review and comment.

The statement has been reviewed and the following comments are

offered for your consideration.

e
s

General Comments

In our opinion the DEIS fails to address the problems associated
with disposal of polluted material in Long Island Sound. It is our
understanding that the problems this document was to address include:

1. The continued use of the New London site which has depths
less than the desirable level of twenty meters and so could be subject
teo storm induced erosion.

2. Identification of an alternative site to the New London site.

3. The use of the Cornfield Shoals area allows dispersal of
dredged material dumped there, yet the impact on the resources of
Long Island Sound by such action has never been determined.

4. The mud cap covering the heavily pollnted Stawmford waterial
at the Wew Haven dunp has lost at least twelve pexcent of its volume
while the sand structure remains stable. What has been done to recap
the mud cover with sand or further stabilize thls or any other disposal
site with an entombment activity?

5. Capping as a disposal option for entombment of heavily polluted
material is being developed as an implementable technique but the issues
of insuring accurate placement and coverage on a routine basis continue
to hamper broad acceptance of the technique. Can these problems be
resolved and if so when?

(e~ LW [ham

¥
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6. What are the ramifications of openwater disposal of
material laden with man-made contaminants?

We find little in the present documents that deals with
these managerial issues which we believe are central to the
assessment of impacts related to the management of dredged
material disposal in Long Island Sound.

Appendix B (Long Term Impacts of Open Water Disposal of
Dredged Material) and Appendix C (Economic Analysis of Future
Dredged Material Disposal in Long Island Sound) at Section V,
begin to deal with these pivotal issues. However, the main body
of the document lacks site specific determinations regarding the
real and potential problems of using the specified dump sites.

Appendix A to the DEIS is thorough, but does not correspond
well to the wmain decument on several points. These include the
impacts of use of Cornfield Shoals and the New London site, as
well as the need for determining area sensitivity at all dump sites.
None of these issues are addressed in the DEIS; however, that
document refers to Bppendix A which identifiesS the existence of
these problems. '

Appendix A is based on a contractor's data analysis that
aﬁ%empted to weigh relative values of the resdurces of Long Island
Sound. NMFS staff members who attended some meetings during its
development raised numerous questions about the basis for the
evaluation. To date those questions have gone unaddressed.

The statement that the entire DEIS was c¢losely coordinated
with NMFS and other federal agencies is incorrect. Except for
the limited coordination on Appendix A, opportunities for NMFS
input to the DEIS were confined te attendance at two hearings.

In our opinion these factors seriously fault the document.
To corrveck the problems, we believe it would be advisable to
withdraw them from circulation and redraft the EIS, using the
contents of Appendices B and C as the basis for addressing the
disposal of dredged material in Yong Island Sound.

CLEARANCE SIGNATURE AND DATE:

F/HP:R.Smith
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July 22, 1931 | S

CoIonel C. E. Edgar, III '
Division Engineer

New England Division, : L
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road : o
Waltham, MA 02254

ATTN: Mr. David Tomey
" NEDPL-IP

: - D-COE-B35010~00

| 'Dear Colonel Edgar.

In accordance with Sect:.on 309 of the Clean Air Act, the National hnv1ronmental
Policy Act, and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act we have completed our

- review of the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the

Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region. This Draft EIS
has been rated LO-1 in accordance with our natlonaj. }:.IS ratlng crlterla, a
copy of which is enclosed.

‘The Draft Programmatic EIS prov1des very general mfomatlon on the unpacts

of disposing "dredged materials" in ILong Island Sound. While the EIS documents
address the six viable disposal alternatives available (open water, upland,
containment, beach restoration, incineration and resource reclamation) any
recommendation for appropriate disposal is deferred until a site specific
dredging project is proposed and evaluated on a case by case basis. At the
time these specific projects are.proposed, we will need to know the. following
information in order to evaluate the specific dredging and disposal proposal.

1. HNeed for disposal.

2. Amount of material to be dredged for private projects assoc:Ldted
with Corps project or individualiy.

3. Ocean dumping and 404(b} evaluations.

4, bollar tigures in order to evaluate alternative metnods on a case by
case basis.

we polnt out the need for addressing the requirements of the Ocean Dumping
Act &3 recout anendments to the Act reguire the extensicn or ocean dunping

. criteria to Long Island Sound for dredging projects in excess of 25,000 cubic

vards. EPA 1s prescntly reviewing proposed changes in the ocean dm'tilging
reyulations and anticipates the proposed regulations to be issued this fall. -



We agree with the dxfficulty in identxfymg potentlal 1ong—tem mpaets

. - associated with open water disposal of dredged materials, ‘herefore, we will
+ continue to work with the Corps on ways to assess d:.sposal of dredged materlaJ.
:m I_Ong Island Sound. . d . . ‘

Enclosad are . addxtmnal specxflc ccmnents fcr your use in preparmg the Fmal
EIS. 1If you have any questions relative to our cqmnents, please contact - -
bonald Cooke of my staff at: 617/223-4635. L |

Smcetely,

Omﬁw

Wallace E. Stlckney, P.E. . R | ' S o

Diregtor :
Environmental Inpact Off ice

' Enclosu‘res

IS
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1. Page I8 - The EIS uses the creation of bhe Sauth ‘Point Bark parkmg ot

as a good example of the. productive use of dredge spail. This progect is .
- approximately 20 years old, destroyed productive barrler island habitat amd’

is not-on Long. Island Sound, The Corps should try to come up with an example

of dredge spoil use that is non—harmful more up to date and thhln ‘the
prOJect area. 3_ ool

2, Page Ivh13 - Mudflats are accretion areas and do not need "replenlshment.“' :

3e Page IVblS -~ This dlscu551on on the use of Lo Ls S. dredged sp01l for

agricultural enhancement should mention that the hlgh salt content w1ll make fﬂ-

these sp01ls useless for this purpose.

4, Page VI-2, para. 2 = Please note that habitat alteratlon is.not a short~ o

term impact.

5. Page VI-7 - The discussion on solid phase bicassay on line 4 should read
"Statistically significant mortallty and greater than 10% of the control -
sediment, "

6. Page VI-10, lines 2 and 3 should read "mostly insoluable.” The heavy

- metals and organochiorldes found in dredge spoll are not completely insoluable

by any means,

7. - Page VI~10, para. 2 -~ This paragraph uses the term "highly contaminated
dredged material." The Corps should define the term "highly contaminated" in
the EIS. Regardless of the definition, the intent of the Clean Water Act is
to avoid the discharge of highly contaminated material into the aquatic
environment.,

8. Page VI-1ll, para. 1 - The East River should not have been singled out as
the only river contributing to the pollution of L.I1.S., There are industrial
rivers in Connecticut which add to the high loads of pollution to the Sound.

9. Page Vi-14, para. 2 ~ The Corps notes that it will use spawning areas for
dumping on a seasonally restricted basis. If the spawning site is at all
valuable ecologically and/or ommmerc1ally, the area should not be used as a
dump site,

10, Page VI-16, bottom para. — the Corps should define the term "high levels
of contaminants" in the EIS. The Corps should explain how these spoiis are
"deemed" suitable for open~water disposal.

11, Paga VI—l7} bottom para. ~ The Corps should also define the term “high
risk contaminated materials” wnich are to be dumped in open-water.

e
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EXPLANATION OF EPA RATING

Environmental Impact of the Action

L0 -~ Lack of Objections

EPA has no objections to the proposed action as described in the draft environ-
mental impact statement; or suggests only minor changes in the proposed action.

ER -~ Environmental Reservations

EPA has reservations concerning the environmental effects of certain aspects of
the proposed action. EPA believes that further study of suggested alternatives
or modifications is required and has asked the originating federal agency to
reassess these aspects.

EU ~~ Environmentally Unsatisfactory

EPA believes that the proposed action is unsatisfactory because of its poten-
tially harmful effect on the environment. Furthermore, the Agency believes that
the potential safeguards which might be utilized may not adequately protect the.
environment from hazards arising from this action. The Agency recommends that
alternatives to the action be analyzed further {including the possibility of no
action at all).

Adegquacy of the Impact Statement

Category 1 -- Adequate

The draft environmental impact statement sets forth the environmental impact of
the proposed project or action as well as alternatives reasonably available to
the project or action.

Category 2 -- Insufficient Information

EPA believes that the draft environmental impact statement does not contain
sufficient information to assess fully, the environmental impact of the proposed
project or action. However, from the information submitted, the Agency is able
to make a preliminary determination of the impact on the environment. EPA has
requested that the originator provide the information that was not included in
the draft environmental impact statement.

Category 3 -- Inadequate

EPA believes that the draft environmental impact statement does not adequately
assess the environmental impact of the proposed project or action, or that the
statement inadequately analyzes reasonably available alternatives. The Agency
has requested more information and analysis concerning the potential environmental
hazards and has asked that substantial revision be made to the‘impact statement,

If a draft environmentat impact statement is assigned a Category 3, no rating
will be made of the project or action; since a basis does not generally exist on
which to make such a determination.
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23 July 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 82254

Re: Draft Programmatic EIS, Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

We have reviewed the subject document and would 1ike to offer the following
comments.

1. Statements are made on pages IIT-1 and VI-51 that the use of deep draft vessels
necessitates regular maintenance dredging; without this dredging, the risk of
chemical/oil spills from both groundings and additional transfer of supplies
(1ightering) would increase. We strongly agree with these statements and ap-
preciate your efforts in resolving the tremendously complex issue of dredge spoil
disposal in this region,

2. The alternative method of Deep Ocean Disposal is discussed on page IV-3 et seq.
Among the conclusions reached is that the cost of this option would be relatively
high. To this we would Tike to add the significant amount of time and resources
that we would be required (under the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries
Act) to expend on surveillance of deep ocean disposal operations. The use of the
Coast Guard-developed Ocean Disposal Surveillance System (ODSS) would have pro-
vided a very effective, reliable substitute for surveillance currently performed
by our vessels, helicopters and shipriders; unfortunately, an 0DSS unit would cost
$10,000 if any company had been willing to manufacture it, which they were not.
The Coast Guard subsequently withdrew proposed rules to require an 0DSS on waste
transporter operations. In short, existing disposal operations in the New York
Bight are already straining our resources. We ask that this be included as a
factor in choosing appropriate disposal sites,

3. In the discussion of the Incineration alternative (p. 1V-14), it is stated that
"inorganic contaminants, such as heavy metals, would not be eliminated by inciner-
ation although some inorganic compounds may be degraded by high temperatures." It
may be worthwhile to investigate the use of pyrolysis in place of incineration
becaus% of the former's superior retention of toxic heavy metals in the solid
phase." _

.
SPELD
LIMIT
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it's a law wa
can live with,
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4. Recognizing that this is a programmatic and not a site-specific EIS, we would
1ike to see a discussion of potential impacts on navigational safety from dredge
disposal in open waters, e,g. where the disposal sites are in relation to the main
shipping channels in Long Island Sound and beyond, reduction in water depths from
the creation of mounds, and additional vessel traffic from disposal operations. We
would be glad to assist you in exploring these potential problems.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document.

Sincerely yours,

T2 ot e e

. L. FEAR
Captain, U. S. Coast Guard
- Chief of Staff

Third Coast Guard District

References:

'1., U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region II., Draft Environmental Impact
Statement on the Hudson River PCB Reclamation Demonstration Project. May, 1981.




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ALLING ADDRESS.
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD ivanen(ed)

180 CAUSEWAY STREET
BOSTON, MA 02114

16475
27 July 1981

Brom: Commander, First Coast Guard District

To: Division Engineer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,

' New England Division, 424 Trapelo Road, Waltham,
MA 02254, ATTN: Mr. David Tomey

Subj: Programmatic EIS for Disposal of Dredged Material

1. I have reviewed the Programmatic EIS for Disposal of
Dredged Material in Long Island Sound Region.

2. I concur with the need to maintain adequate channel

depth to allow passage of commercial and recreational vessels

into developed harbors. The document provides a useful discussion
of environmental issues and mitigating measures related

to the dispsoal of dredge materials.

3. Proposed dredge site D is the only site which is within
the First District boundaries. I note that this site is
not being actively pursued as an alternative at this time.
If this site is given further consideration, I request that
the location be coordinated with CDR George F. IRELAND,
Captain of the Port of Providence. The proposed site is
currently approximately one (1) mile south of the busy
shipping route connecting Long Island Sound with Buzzards
Bay and the Cape Cod Canal. A greater separation between
these activities is desirable as indicated by the previous
Captain of the Port letter dated 24 Jan 80.

4. The Captain of the Port Providence may be reached at
FTS 838-4435 or 401-528-4335. Mail may be addressed to:

Captain of the Port of Providence
John O.Pastore Federal Building
Providence, RI 02903

5. I may be contacted for further assistance at FTS -

Commercial 223-7562.
WY fig S

P.V.KASELIS
By direction

b

Tel: (617) 223-7562
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» %[ -+ | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
% Ty & | NATIONAL OCEAN SURVEY

%,ﬂmo’,& Rackville, Md. 20852

JUN ¢ 2 1981 0A/C52x6: VZ

o

T0:  PP/EC - Joyce M. Wood ﬁ{é/
FROM:  OA/C5 - Robert B, Ro]h‘ns/ﬂ;;W .

SUBJECT: DEIS #8105.31 - Disposal of Dredged Materials in the Long Island
Sound Region

The subject statement has been reviewed within the areas of the National
Ocean Survey's (NOS) responsibility and expertise, and in terms of the impact
of the proposed action on NOS activities and projects.

The circulation, tide and flushing materials are adequate for the
purpose intended. - The bibliography to which the text is referred, contains
all the significant physical oceanographic literature. The geology and
oceanography portions are particulariy well done.

J0TH ANNIVERSARY 1970- 1980
National Oceanic and Atmespheric Administration

A young agency with a historic
tradition of service to the Nation
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) UNITED STATES DEPARTVIENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Srares o OFFICE OF MARINE POLLUTION ASSESSMENT
Northeast Office '
State University of New York
Stony Brook, New York 11794
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DATE: June 29, 1981

FP/EC - J. Wood
5&67 éguﬂuﬁ

FROM: RD/MPF26 - J. Q!'@pnnor

TO

..

SUBJ: EIR (Envirommental Impact Revort) on "Open
Water Disposal of Dredged Material on Long Island
Sound and Adjacent Waters"

Subject document, it should be noted, is an EIR. It is being used also as a
Draft Progremmatic Envirommental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region. This confusing matter is even more
confused because the EIR is to "serve as part of the basic information for a
Composite Environmental Impact Statement (CEIS) and an overall Dredging Management
Plan (IMP) for dredging and the disposition of dredged materials for the total
geographic region of Long Island Sound." The CEIS and IMP are to address the
deposition of dredged material on land, habltat development, island creation,
productive uses, and other alternatives. The EIR is supposed to provide the basis
for considering the open water disposal alternative.

It is most difficult to examine Just the EIR, and provide substantive comments
regarding the overall problem -~ comparisons, evaluations, assessments, etc.
Much of the information and techniques used to prepare the "Issue Maps" and to
support other heavily-weighted issues is not summarized in the EIR.

The EIR does make a commendable altempt to synthesize the existing information

on the environment, biota, and most probable impacts of dredged material disposal.
For the most part the Management Summary and Recommendations (pp. V-5ff) seem
reasonable, based upon a brief review of the EIR. However, the overall Dredging
Management Plan should attempt to determine more precisely the effects of dredged
material disposal in the Sound.

ce: NEO Staff (route a copy)
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Washington, D.C. 20230

UL 2 4 1984

Colonel C. E. Edgar, IIX
Division Engineer

New England Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Attention: Mr. David Tomey, NEDPL-IP

Dear Colonel Edgar:

This is in reference to your draft environmental impact
statement entitled, "Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long
Island Sound Region." The enclosed ccmments from the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration are forwarded for your
consideration.

Thank you for giving us an opportunity to provide these
comments, which we hope will be of assistance to you. We

would appreciate receiving four copies of the final environmental
impact statement.

Sincerely,

CArm

Robert T. Miki
Director of Regulatory Policy

Enclosure Memos from: Robert B. Rollins
National Ocean Survey
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

J. 0. O'Connor

Office of Marine Pollution Assessment

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration
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Colonel C. E. Edgar, III
Division Engineer

New England Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Attention: Mr. David Tomey, NEDPL-IP
Dear Colonel Edgar:

The Department of Commerce reviewed the draft programmatic
environmental impact statement by the U.S. Army Corps of
‘Engineers relative to the "Disposal of Dredged Material in
the Long Island Sound Region," and forwarded comments to you
in our letter of July 24.

Since that time, additional information has developed which
is pertinent to the project. This additional information
from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration is
enclosed for your consideration.

We are pleased tc have been offered the opportunity to review
this statement.

Sincerely,

) .
R detrhy o

Robert T. Miki
Director of Regulatory Policy

Enclosure Memo from: Ruth Rehfus
National Marine Fisheries Service
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Services Division
Habitat Protection Branch
7 Pleasant Street
Gloucester, Ma 019230

July 22, 1981

VTO: PP/EC - Joyge M. Wood
z,’ccizzi &,

FROM: F/NERS4 ~ Ruthf/Rehfus

SUBJFECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement--Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region (CE) (DEIS 8105.31)

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of
bredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region that accompanied
vour memorandum of May 22, 1981, has been received by the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for review and comment.

The statement has been reviewed and the following comments are
offered for your consideration.

General Comments

In our opinion the DEIS fails to address the problems associated
with disposal of polluted material in Long Island Sound., It is our
understanding that the problems this document was to address include:

1. The continued use of the New London site which has depths
Jess than the desirable level of twenty meters and so could be subject
to storm induced erosion.

2., Identification of an alternative site to the Mew ILondon site.

3. The use of the Cornfield Shoals area allows dispersal of
dredged material dumped there, yet the impact on the resocurces of
Long Island Sound by such action has never been determined.

4. The mud cap covering the heavily polluted Stamford material
at the New Haven dump has lost at least twelve percent of its volume
while the sand structure remains stable. What has been done to recap
the mud cover with sand or further stabilize this or any other disposal
site with an entombment activity?

5. Capping as a disposal option for entombment of heavily polluted
material is being developed as an implementable technigue but the issues
of insuring accurate placement and coverage on a routine basis continue
te hamper broad acceptance of the technique. Can these problems be
resolved and if so when?

R o



6. What are the ramifications of openwater disposal of
material laden with man-made contaminants?.

We find little in the present documents -that deals with
these managerial issues which we believe are central to the
assessment of impacts related to the management of dredged
material disposal in Long Island Sound.

Appendix B (Long Term Impacts of Open Water Disposal of
Dredged Materxial) and Appendix C (Economic Analysis of Future
Dredged Material Disposal in Long Island Sound) at Section V,
begin to deal with these pivotal issues. However, the main body
of the document lacks site specific determinations regarding the

real and potential problems of using the specified dump sites.

Appendix A to the DEIS is thorough, but does not correspond
well to the main document on several points. These include the
impacts of use of Cornfield Shoals and the New ILondon site, as

well as the need for determining area sensitivity at all dump sites.

None of these issues is addressed in the DEIS; however, that
document refers to Appendix A which identifies the existence of
these problems.

Appendix A is based on a contractox's data analysis that
attempted to weigh relative values of the resources of Long Island
Sound. NMFS staff members who attended some meetings during its
development raised numerous questions about the basis for the
evaluation. To date those questions have gone unaddressed.

The statement that the entire DEIS was closely coordinated
with NMFS and other federal agencies is incorrect. Except for
the limited coordination on Appendix A, copportunities for NMFS
input to the DEIS were confined to attendance at two hearings.

In our opinion these factors seriously fault the document.
To correct the problems, we believe it would be advisable to
withdraw them from circulation and redraft the EIS, using the
contents of Appendices B and C as the basis for addressing the
disposal of dredged material in Long Island Sound.

CLEARANCE SIGNATURE AND DATE:

F/HP:R.Smith 4’7—2’ e, 66/‘?&] = ’7‘/?.)"/;?1




-PLEASE REPLY TQ

THE SENATE . ] SENATE OFFice:
e ROOM ‘505, THE CAPITOL
STATE .OF NEW YORK ALBANY, N, Y. 12247

TEL: 518/ 455-2831
JOSERH R, PISANT ALBANY .

36T .DISTRICT i,
WESTCHESTER COUNTY

DISTRICT OFFICE:

#51 NORTH AVENUE

NEW ROCHELLE, N. Y. 10801
TEL: 914/633-7090

July 1le, lo9sl

M. Pavid Tomey

U.S. Brmy Corps of Engineers
‘New England ‘Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass 02254

‘RE: Draft Preogrammatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the folleowing:

1} Western Long Island Sound should be rve-opened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site B (identified in the Draft EIS and known as that
pertion of Eatons Neck East lying in Cennecticut State Waters) should be
re-opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of Engineers
to lecate additional dumping sites in Westexrn Long Island .Sound Waters.
Deep hole areas which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock .and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and
Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of nen-Federal dredging between the Federal maintenance
areas and shereline be given more emphasis and consideration in long range
planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities of
Wegtern Long Island Sound encompassing lower Conn., Westchester County as
well as those portions of L.I. Sound and New York City in the same vacinity.
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Mr. David Tomey
July 16, 1981
Page 2

6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in the Draft
EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000 cubic yards to
1,000,000 cubic yards for Pederal maintenance dredging and an additional
4,000,000 cubic yards be included representing maintenance dredging by
entities other than the Federal government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which
is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in the Western section of Long
Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge thad Site E be reactivated im-

mediately.

Pisani
STATE SENATOR

JRP:cd
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HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION
“Old State House

150 Benefit Street

Providence, R.1..02903

{401) 277-2678

June 3, 1981

C. E. Edgar, III | ,
Colonel, Corps of Engineers RE: Long Island Sound Disposal
Division Engineer -

Department of the Army

New England Division, Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Ma. 02254

Dear Colonel Edgar:

Our office has reviewed the "Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement of the Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region."

The analysis of impacts to cultural resources for the
various disposal alternatives 1is adequate, and we have no
suggestions for changes or additiong

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

/dn



Qffice of the

STATE
HISTORIC
PRESERVATION
OFFICER

for Connecticut

‘59 SOUTH PROSPECT STREET - HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06106 - TEL: {203) 566-3005
July 7, 1981

C. E. Edgar, III

Colonel, Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

Subject: Draft Programmatic Environmental Tmpact Statement
for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the
Long Island Sound Regiom

Dear Colonel Edgar:

The State Historic Preservation Officer has reviewed the "Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the
Long Island Sound Region', This office understands that this draft document
provides a generic treatment of the impacts of seven dredged material disposal
alternatives for the Long Tsland Scund Region. In the opinion of the State
Historic Preservation Officer, this programmatic plan will have no effect

upon historical, architectural or archaeological resources listed on or
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places,

This office notes that this draft documentation does discuss the potential
existence and impact of the disposal alternatives upon the area's cultural
resources, This office suggests that this section would be strengthened
through reference to the following study undertaken by the Institute for
Conservation Archaeology on behalf of the Bureau of Land Management., This
study is entitled "Summary and Analysis of Cultural Resources Information
on the Continental Shelf from the Bay of Fundy to Cape Hatteras: Final
Report

Volume I - Physical Environment
Volume IT - Archaeology and Palaeontology
Volume III - Historic Shipping

Volume IV - Management

This office believes that this study provides a basis for the establishment of
a comprehensive framework with respect to palecenvironmental reconstruction
and historical maritime data.

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER: The person responsible for implementation in Connecticut of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 administered by the Department of the Interior, Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service, Washington, D.C.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION AGENCY



€. E. Edgar, T1II
Page 2
July 7, 1981

Specific plans and specifications forthcoming from this programmatic plan
should be submitted to the State Historic Preservation 0ffice for a cultural
resource review in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966 and Advisory Council guidelines 36 CFR 800.

This office appreciates the opportunity to have reviewed and commented upon
this programmatic plan.

For further information, please contact David Poirier, Archaeologist.

Sincerely.,.

- > r
//,z’//bohn'w.sh-nnahan
. State Historic Preservation Officer

DPinbk
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TO:
‘FROM:
SUBJECT:

(DATE:

£33
Mew York Bizto Deprrimont of Cavironmenlal Conservation

MEMORANDUM

Randy Stelle
Gordon Cotvin ~ A1 1??(;Zﬂ{
-Comments on the New/Engfand Division Corps of Engineers Programmat1c EIS for the

Disposal of Dredg Material in the Long Island Sound Region.

July 16, 1981

The following are Region 2's comments on the New England Division Corps
of Engineers Programmatic EIS for the D1sposa1 of Dredged Material in the

‘Long Island Sound Region.

" "General

Throughout this EIS many possible impacts, possible alternatives,
etc, are mentioned but no tﬁorough d1scuss1on or summary and re-

ferance to pertinent studies ic made that would serve to evaluate
the issues. In order for a generic/programmatic EIS to be useful
there must be sume substantive gvaluations.

The PEIS falls far short of what we expected. It is not an EIS
‘based on total management proposails for LIS dredged material, but
is basically a document to be used in selecting open water dump
sites, It notes that additional studies of land based disposal,
containment sites, etc. are underway. Programmatic examination
of alternatives, comparison of their costs, discussion of how
thay could be implemented, and decision-making procedures must
be included in a PEIS, More attention should be given to other
alternatives such as managing dredging (sequencing, reducing
volume, abandonment of some dredging areas) to mitigate d1sposal
1mpacts. Mitigation of impacts at disposal sites also requires
more attention,

Because so much more detail is devoted to open water disposal,
the PEIS conciudes that alternative disposal methods must be
determined case-by-case (Conclusion #2, P, 1-2), This is an
“unacceptable conclusion, and was cne of the principal issues

in the New London litigation. Open water disposal will always
appear as the only viable alternative imtil comprehensive analy-
sis of other alternatives is conducted. This study and PEIS

was to have included such analysis. It does not.

‘Specific
1. Fig. 2, An additional candidate site that should be

evaluated is Horthwest of site £ located between the <:>

three historical sites, It was determined at a meeting \

of federal and state officials on May 13, 1981 that - AN

this area may be far preferable for a western LIS Qﬁh &

dredge material disposal site, PN

WY eefS
g
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6.

10,

11,

12,

13.

14,

--

P. V-15 & Fia., 2. The reasons for e¥c1ud~nq thc curronf
interim Cornfield site- sh0u1d be specified.

P. VI-7. Contrary to the statement at the bottom of this
page, it is our opinion that the techniques used during
current bioassays are not able to detect sub-lethal effects.

P. VI-9, last par: This is not an adequate assessment of
potential dredge material toxicity. A review of established
literature on acute toxicity, bioaccumulation and biomagni-
fication is required. See, for example, Appendix C of the
Mitre Corp. Report for N.Y. District Corps of Engineers.

P. VI-10, Tine 7: "High1y“ contaminated dredge material
should not be disposed of in LIS unless it can be rendered
harmless., At any rate, this term has no techn1ca1 or Tegal
meaning and should not he used.

P, VI-10, Tast par: Uhat fontam1nant has been shown to mag-
nify through the (aquatic?) food chain? (We assume it is
mercury). The ultimaté concern here is not for the minimal
impact on benthos populations, but the contamination of human
food resources.

P. VI-11, 1st par: Clarify the context of this paragraph.
Long Island Sound and the New York Bight are dissimilar.

P. VI-35: Regarding the sentence "However,... proper manage-
ment.", statements of this sort require more support than is
given, For example, specifically how can such problems be
mitigated? .

P. VI-39 Containment Facilities: BDEC recently reviewed and
commented on NED studies which identified proposed contain-
ment sites., A discussion of these sites and comments on them
must be included here.

P. VI-41, last par: 1t seems premature to consider two pro-
totype faci?*tles when all the dredge material from LIS may
take many years to fill one.

P, VI-42, end of Tast par: This discussion is conclusory
and may very well not be able to be substantiated.

P, VI-49, last par: Refer to EPA standards for soil appli-
cations (e.g., TSCA regulations for Cd, PCB and RCRA regu-

tations for hazardous wastes). More 1mportana1y, the USDA

regulations must be discussed.

P. VI-50, last par: Has the possibility of combining dredge
material and fly ash been studied? If so, summarize and dis-
cuss the implications.

P. VI-52, 2nd par: Discuss what legal constraints mandate
cessation of dredging should there be no management plan,

GCC/ajn/cd
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Department of Administration

STATEWIDE PLANNING PROGRAM

265 Melrose Street : .

Providence, Rhode Island 02907 July 21, 1981

C.E. Edgar, III

Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Division Engineer

dew England bivision

424 Trapelo Road’

Waltham, MA (02254

Dear Colonel Bdgar:

This office, in its capacity of Clearinghouse
degignate under OMB Circular #A-935, Part II, Has re-
ceived the "Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in
the Long Island Sound Region.”

The Technical Committee of the Statewide
Planning Program was presented the staff findings
as a result of the review at its meeting of July 3,
1931. The report suggests the need for further
study of the Block Island Sound site and evaluation
of open water sites further east in Rhode Island
since most dredging occurs in the eastern portion
of the state. Thisg study would compare new sites
with those already used, such as Brown's ledge
and an area near Conimicut Light. Such a study
would be initiated by a dredging project in Rhode
Island for which an economical and environmentally
safe disposal site is not available. The Technical
Committee reconmends that the study be conducted
and that thisg study be coordinated with the Fall
River Dredging Project.

Ygd’i‘@ very truly,

d Pontalne
learinghouse Loordlnator

RJIF/cec
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS S¥
INTER-OFFICE MEMO

Mr. Rene' Fontaine, A95 Coordinator DATE: July 6, 1981
Statewide Planning Program
Kaye Rands, Jr. Planner

Statewide Planning Program

UBIECTEnvironmental Impact Report on Open Water Disposal of Dredged material

in Long Island Sound, Block Island Sound and adjacent waters.BE1S-81-07.

The only disposal site studied which is within Rhode Island borders
appears to offer no advantage over the existing disposal site being
used for dredgings from Eastern Long Island Sound and Block Island
Sound. It will not be used until the existing site reaches its limit

on capacity, or some environmental impacts become ev1dent through the
Disposal Area Monitoring Systemz

However, the site chosen, which is near/New London, is a longer
distance from possible dredging sites in Eastern R.I. Further study
is recommended, for the discarded site nine miles out from the mouth
of the Pawcatuck River, and to compare sites previously used in Eastern
R.I. with possible new sites. '

We also recommend that such a study be conducted.

Kaye F. Rands
Jr. Planner.
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DEPT

FROM .

DEPT

SUBJECT:

R

STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS
INTER-QFFICE MEMO

Rene! J. Fontaine, Principal Planner - DATE: May.j 29, 1981 .
Statewide Planning Program : .
Administration

Michael T. Marfeo, Community Assistance Specialist
Statewide Planning Program, Review Section
Administration

EIS-81~07; Program for Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound
Region.

Since Rhode TIsland is in need for dredging its waters in order to maintain
and: Improve its: commercial, recreational and fishing ports and various. channels
leading to them; we agree with the concept of the project, However; we do recom-
mend that all alternatives be considered for disposal of the materials. Deép.
Ocean Disposal appears to be the more favorable method for large volumes of
dredged material, provided the area for disposal is not a prime fishing ground
and. that the dredged spoils be dumped only within the confines of the approved
site.. ' .

Mithael T. 'Marfeo/_j/

MIM/sje
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FROM
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SUBJECT: .

FUC - T~ T
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS .

) SY
INTER-OFFICE MEMO :

Mr. Daniel W. Varin, Chief pate.  June 23,1981

Statewide Planning Program

John A. Lyons, Chairman %ﬂg,/'

' Coastal Resources Manage&ént Council

EIS 81-07 Corps of Engineers Long Island Sound Dredged Material Disposal

draft EIS.

The draft has noted that detailed information islacking for site D in
Block Island Sound, the alternative site most affecting Rhode Island. The
site does appear to have potential environmental disadvantages. Moreover,
since most of the Rhode Island dredging projects are located in the eastern
portion of the state, in the mid to upper bay, site D does not appear to re
an economical alternative, We concur with the Corps finding that "evaluation
of the environmental suitability of potential open water disposal sites
further east in Rhode Island Sound could provide meaningful assessments upon
which to make recommendations for this region.'

Also, we recommend that if sites F and G which "will continue to be
used as regional disposal sites," are abandoned, closed, or otherwise fall
into disuse, the Corps not consider opening site D until the gemneral and
specific levels of information on the impacts associated with disposal at
that site have been thoroughly upgraded. This applies particularly to
impacts on commercilal fishing and the ability of the site to retain the
material without interference from currents.
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Department of Transportation
PLANNING DIVISION

“State Office’Building
‘Providence, R. 1..02903

June 2, 1881

Mr.. ‘Rene Fontaine
Office of State ‘Planning
265 Melrose Street
Providence, RI 02907

Dear Mr. Fontaine:

‘RIDOT has 'no comment -on project no. :EIS-8L-07 program for
disposal of dredged material 'in the 'Long Island Sound
‘Region.

‘Sincerely,

ﬁgs;ffé_/ .?LQ'.LLA.@/A,

iv/Joseph F. Arruda, Chief
‘Planning Division

JFA/JPH/ea
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HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Otd State House -

150 Benefit Street
Providence, R.1. 02903
(401) 277-2678

June 3, 1981

Mr. Daniel W. Varin, Chief

Rhode Island Statewide Planning

265 Melrose Street RE: EIS-81-07
Providence, RI 02907 T

Dear Mr. Varin:

Our office has reviewed the '"Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region."

The analysis of impacts to cultural resources for
the various disposal alternatives is adequate, and we
have no suggestions for changes or additions.

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

/dn
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION.

AI.E_!ANY, NEw YORK 12233

Ro8ERT F. FLACKE
COMMISSIONER

JUL 2 2 1981

Dear Colonel Edgar:

This letter is in response to your request for this Department's
review and comments on the “Draft Programmatic Environmental Tmpact
Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region'', .

Of important note in this Draft is the lack of any reference in
the Summary to the establighment of a fourth disposal site in Long
Island Sound. 1In our estimation it is apparent that this is one of
the intentions of this document since Figure 2 in Section II indicates
candidate sites and Appendix A defines the site selection process.

From an envirommental viewpoint, the Department would not support
the egtablishment of a fourth dredge spoil disposal site in western
Long Island Sound but we recognlze that the increasing financial impact
on commercial, recreational and private interests created by lack of
sultable and convenient sites may be detrimental to overall state
interests.

The EIS appears to indicate that open water disposal is more cost
effective and has the least environmental impact. If this is so, the
preferred site from our viewpoint is Site A (Bridgeport). However,
we are concerned that alternative means of disposal of dredged material
are only identified and not evaluated to any extent in the EIS, These
alternatives require evaluations before decisions can be made.

Following are additional general comments regarding the Draft PEIS,
Specific comments relative to editorial comments are contained in an
attachment to this letter.

A. In general the Programmatic EI$ seems to provide a reasonably
good analysis of open water disposal and virtually nothing on
other alternatives. Also, the main EIS should be more forceful
in presenting the findings of the Appendices (particularly
Appendix A, which has some very good reviews of literature on
impacts). The main EIS is also weak on the economic and social
aspects.
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B. Of the sites in the western basin, we feel that Site A is preferable.
There has been some discussion that Site E has a potential for clean
materials but there is not sufficient confidence that restrictions
can be maintained well enough to support that site.

C. Chapter II of Appendix A contains Dames and Moore's environmental
suitability study. In the past the Department has expressed
concern over the ranking methodology which gives greater weight
to the distance traveled to a sample station than it gives to the
effect of disposal on water quality. (Correspondence re. this
point is attached). Tt is our view that in the event another
site is to be selected that studies be done relative to current
patterns, benthic organisms, water quality, etc. in order to have
‘comprehensive background information priocr to any disposal program.

D. Main EIS, Page VI-2 - The categorization of short and long-term
impacts as being less than or more than two years would, I believe,
place most of the DAMOS work in the long-term impact data category.
However, we don't believe that there is general agreement that the
DAMOS data does represent long-term data.

E. Main EIS, Page VI-22 - Future studies should include the long-term
impact of contaminated material disposal at the historic Stamford
and Faton's Neck sites,

F. Appendix A, Pages IV-1l thru 21 - The information on water quality
and ecological impacts of dumping has not been forcefully and
clearly expressed in the Main EIS (see comments A and D).

I trust that the foregoing and the attached editorial comments will be
of assistance to you in finalizing the PHIS,

Sincerely,

Robert F. Flacke
Attachment

Colonel C,E, Edgar III
Division Engineer

New England Division

Corps of Engineers

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254



ﬁditdria? Comments - Main EIS

ATTACHMENT SS

1.

3:0

4.

10.

Ill

2.

]3.

Page I-3 -~ the regulatory role of the States could be better explained
here and in Appendix A ( Page I-6}. This should include Connecticut's .
primacy in certifying the interim and proposed sites.

Page 11-7, para. 1 -~ This discussion should be expanded to cover suit-
ability of methods for dredging in confined areas and shallow draft
harbors,

Page 11-8, para. 3 -~ The poss1b1]1ty of additional congressional authoriza-
tion of Corps Jurisdiction in specific projects should be mentloned
(per Page I-5,para 1)

Chapter IV - -~ The entire chapter presentat:dn would be improved by
comparison tables of disposal alternative economics, on both a genera!
basgs and by comparison of specific projects.

Page IV-13 -~ Use as landfill cover could probably come: undey resource

-reclamation (when compared to several of those presented), by making

alternate Tlandfill cover materials available for other purposes.

Page 1V-18, NEPA -~ is the objective limited only to the effect on human
environment? - : - o T

Page V-2 ~-The genera1 counterclockwise circulation exhibited by the
littoral drift might be mentioned.

Pape V.12, Tina 10 - The usc of coarser grainid \“ucu tess contaminated)
sediments are aiso useful for spoil mound capping in significant quantities.

Page V-16 -- Site E (Stamford{Eatons Neck) might still be considered as
potential site if limited to clean spoil and Westchester pressures increase.

Page VI-6, para. 1 -- In addition to dilution, there is also buffering and
sorption {Appendix B, Page IV - 11 through 21.

Page VI-8, para. 2 -- If the attempted site study was Eatons Neck, it should
be named. Also, it should be clarified that it was not the attempt to
determine long-term impacts that was unsuccessful, but the attempt to
conduct the study to do so.

Page VI-8, Long term impacts ~- The discussion has a generally negative
tone. The positive side, such as desirable lobster habitat, should also
be discussed, (as well as in situ contaminant removal).

Page YI-30, para. 1 -~ The erosion issue is guestionable. One would
think that most erosion at these sites, in the long term, would already
have occurred by now.

&



"14.

]5.

16.

17.

B. [Editorial Comments - Appendix A

‘.

2.

5

Page VI-34, para. 1 --' Could a'so include pH ménagpment.

ara. 4 -- Based on the title uf the 1978 Smith reference, it is not
clear whether anything more than "“interest” has been generated. If
there are no significant findings (e.g. guidelines), then it may not be
worth mentioning. ‘

Page VI-51, para. 3 ~- There may be continuous, unreduced contaminant
releases 1n situ, which are probably in more ecologically sensitive
areas. ' '

Page VI-52, para. 1 -- natural rivér-borne loading and resuspension
of (contaminated) harbor sediments are likely to continue regardless of
the State and Federal point discharge program accomplishments.

Page VI-SS, Table Il -- Table should be checked to make sure relative
impacts are clear. For example, environmental impacts of open water
alternatives (deep ocean, near shore, and river/harbor) do not really
provide guidance on relative impacts (especially the latter two).

Pages I-13, 14 -- Tables I.D-3 and 1.D-4 should have same percentages
for each basin (as do tables I.D-5 and 1.D-6).

Page IV-7, para. 2 -- Lobster habitat relative to bottom cdntours should
be mentioned.

(f. \\Typogtuphh,d'i-\?'rqiu L1o - L \ o f‘\ .
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July 23, 1981

Colonel C. E. Edgar

Division Engineer

New England Division

Army Corps of Engineers

429 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Dear Colonel Edgar:

The Department of Environmental Protection has reviewed the Draft
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region and its appendices (PEIS).
Because this draft is intended to be a "1iving" document we have
evaluated it in the context of long-range planning for management of
dredged materiatl disposal in the Long Island Sound region. Therefore,
our comments focus on three aspects of the draft and appendices:

- the sufficiency of the draft as an information base on which
future site-specific supplemental EIS/EA's can be developed;

- the utility of the Dames and Moore report (appendix A) on a
site selection process; and

- the suitability of the sites selected for in-depth study.

With regards to use of the draft PEIS as the basis for tiering
we note the following points.

Alternatives for Dredged Material Disposal

Currently, of the four major groups of disposal alternatives, three
are actively being studied: open water disposal, disposal in containment

© facilities and upland disposal. Information on the fourth "general” group

comes chiefly from site-specific studies on an as-needed basis. While the
document under review gives a general overview, it is geared primarily
towards jnvestigation of the open water disposal alternative. Appropriately,
the Corps' ongoing study of containment facilities is cross-referenced.
However, please note that my Department is currently evaluating the upland
disposal alternative in Connecticut, a task funded under the authority of

the Water Resources Planning Act of 1965. Until proven otherwise, we

can only say land disposal "may not be viable option" (Table 1, P. 1-4).

It is DEP's position to examine all possible alternatives for each project,
rather than rely solely on open water disposal.

St
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Regulatory Jurisdiction

Table 3 on p. 1-8 should contain all of the Connecticut laws which may
apply to dredged material disposal alternatives. These jaws are:

Tidal Wetlands Statutes (Sections 22a-28 through 22a-35, Connecticut
General Statutes) pertinent to all alternatives
except open water.

Intand Wetlands and Water Courses Act (Sections 22a-36 through 22a-45,
Connecticut General Statutes) pertinent to all
alternatives except open water.

Structures, Fill and Dredging in Tidal, Coastal and Navigable Waters
(Sections 25-7b through 25-7f and Sections
25-10 through 25-18,. Connecticut General
Statutes) pertinent to all alternatives
except open water and upland.

Stream Channel Encroachment Lines (Sections 25-4a through 25-4g,
Connecticut General Statutes) pertinent to
containment and, depending on where material
is stored, incineration and resource
reclamation.

Water Discharge Permits (Section 25-54, Connecticut General Statutes)
pertinent to upland, containment and, depending
on where the material is stored, incineration
and resource reclamation.

Solid Waste Permit (Sections 19-524b and 19-524c¢, Connecticut General
: Statutes) pertinent to upland, containment,
incineration and resource reciamation
alternatives.

Air CompTiance Permits (Sections 19-508-1 through 19-508-25, Connecticut
General Statutes) pertinent to incineration.

Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (Sections 22a-1 through 22a-1f,
C.G.S.) pertinent to state actions on any
disposal alternative.

Rhode Island's laws should also be included to complete the Tist.

With regards to statutory authority, the third sentence of the first full
paragraph on p. I1I-8 is not wholly accurate and therefore misleading ("The
states have total control..... waters.”"). Although it is true that a disposal
site in state waters cannot be used without issuance of a Section 401 Water
Quality Certificate from the respective states, there is no institutionalized
mechanism to control project priorities. The Dredging Management Work Group
provides the opportunity to manage the disposal of dredged material at the
disposal sites so as to link projects to facilitate capping, and, to
consolidate information about dredging needs. Available funding also affects
project priorities.

St
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On the other hand, because the state Taws applicable to:dredging and
dredged material disposal .are geared to .habitat and species protection,

conditions are often placed on the Water Quality Certification. The

conditions restrict the timing and location of dredging activities.
Hence, valuable benthic habitat and sensitive periods in shellfish and
anadromous fish 1ife cycles are protected. Any proposal for dredging

or dredged materials disposal which would adversely impact our fisheries,
shellfisheries or coastal waters resources would be 1ncons1stent with our
coastal management program.

Predictions of Future Need

Although maintenance of existing channels, basins and anchorages ‘s
anticipated for the future, it is a Connecticut Coastal Management Act (CCMA)
policy to discourage future new work dredging of federal projects in
Connecticut harbors. Given that the level of petroleun imports is

‘stabilizing and that any coal imports would Tikely be shipped by barge,

it may be possible to utilize existing channel depths in the major ports.
Therefore the volume of material to be expected from Federal projects may

‘be cioser to the Minimum Growth Scenario of Appendix C. However, even

without any major new work dredging, maintenance work in the westerh basin
of Long Island Sound and in the fast-shoaling recreational harbors east of
New Haven will continue to tax existing disposal options. This need is
reflected in our recommendations for location of disposal sites.

The Affected Environment

In Connecticut, dredging -and dredged material disposal is timed to
avoid shellfish spawning seasons and anadromous fish runs. In your
discussion of Fisheries and Shellfisheries in Section V of the draft
PEIS, it is advisable to mention the accurrence of these sensitive
life cycle events for informational purposes. A discussion of 1ife
cycles and migration is important for a basic understanding of the
Sound's. estuarine ecosystem.

‘Under Rare and Endangered Species, no mention is made of existing
state programs for rare and endangered species. In Connecticut, the
Natural Resources Center of my Department administers .a program to
protect rare and endangered plants, animals and habitats. Some of

‘the natural areas to be protected are along the shoreline -and on

offshore islands. Please contact Les Mehrhoff (203-566-3540) for
more information. Osprey are nesting along Connecticut's shoreline
and are monitored by Tom Hoehn of my Wildlife Unit (203-566-4683).
Future plans for dredged material disposal should include protection
of these sites and .coordination with the respective states which
conduct such programs.

Interim Plan for the Disposal of Dredged Material from Long Island Sound

A major defect in the Draft PEIS is the lack of a management concept

for the operation of open water disposal sites. In the absence of such a

Tfong-range dredging management plan, federal and state agencies involved
in the open water disposal of dredged material have agreed to abide by
the terms of the Interim Plan. Because the Interim Plan is an element of
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Connecticut's Coastal Management Program, its guidelines apply to all
dredging or disposal activities within the coastal boundary, If it
was intended that the NERBC Interim Plan continue as the management:
document, then this should be made clear. The Interim Plan should -
either be attached to the PEIS as an appendix, or at least discussed
under Section 1, Summary.

The Interim Plan guidelines provide for a dredged material classifi-
cation system based on percentages of oil and grease, volatile solids,
-water and silt-clay particles in samples of the material to be dredged..
Classification of sediments by this method is in keeping with the
analyses presented in Appendix B. Further sediment testing by bulk
chemical analysis for metals, elutriate tests and bioassy/bioaccumulation
studies can refine or confirm the initial classification of sediments.
Sediment classification is important for determination of an appropriate
disposal option and development of mitigation techniques.

With regards to Appendix A, the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on

-~ Open Water Disposal prepared by Dames & Moore, we make the following comments.

Site Selection Process

The consultant failed to provide the initial work or source data maps
from which all the composite maps were derived. The value of the suitability
map is wholly dependent on the'accuracy of the data mapped on those maps,
Therefore it is impossible for.a reviewer to independently confirm the
results of the site selection procedure. Nevertheless, the EIR does provide
valuable information about the characteristics of the disposal sites selected
by the process. It is this type and degree of analysis that is expected for
any site proposed for an open water disposal site.

Proposals for Disposal Sites

1. New London Disposal Area {Site G). This site should be designated-as
the Eastern Long Island Sound Regional Disposal Area.

2. - Connecticut River Regional Disposal Area (Cornfield Shoal). We concur
with the Draft PEIS that use of the Six Mile Reef Site (Site C) offers
no obvious benefits over continued use of the existing Connecticut
River site.  However, the Draft PEIS fails to.conclusively show. that
a better site does not exist which may more economically serve the -
Clinton Harbor area. Clinton dredgers have repeatedly expressed the-
need to reopen the historical Clinton dumping grounds. The relative
merits of establishing a site off Ciinton versus maintaining the
disposal site at Cornfield Shoal should be explored and decided in
the revised draft.

3. Central Long Island Sound: Regional-Disposal. Area (Site F). We concur
' that relecating this site 'to-the Branford Site (Site B) offers no
obvious benefits at this time. Relocation would significantly
increase disposal management costs as monitoring at both old and
new sites wouid be required.
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4, Bridgeport Regional Disposal Area {Bridgeport East - Site A). We
concur with the Draft PEIS that this site appears to be a suitable
disposal area. However, the relative merits of opening a new site
versus reopening the historical Bridgeport Dumping Ground should
be more fully evaluated in the revised draft.

5. Western Long Island Sound Regional Disposal Area. The Draft PEIS
fails to address the western Long Island Sound dredgers or provide
them with a realistic disposal option. We hold the opinion that

- the Bridgeport site will not be economically viable for most private
recreational projects in western Fairfield and Westchester Counties,
or the nearby north shore of Long Island due to the long distance
hauling required. This Department has supported establishing a
site to serve western Long Island Sound in the past and will continue
to do so in the future until it is conclusively shown that a suitable
site does not exist. In light of the user interest in establishing
a site in the western part of the Sound and the fact that the Corps
has had several alternative sites under consideration for several
years, the revised PEIS Draft should decide the matter of establishing
a western Long Island Sound open water disposal area. In the past,
the Department has advocated Tocating a site in Connecticut waters
northwesterly of the historical Eastons Neck Disposal Area. Indeed,
the Corps held public hearings several years age on this proposed
disposal area,. but never brought the matter to a conclusion one way
or another. Revision of the Draft PEIS provides an opportunity to
decide the suitability of this proposed site as well as the others
under consideration for the area.

With regard to the December 28, 1976 agreement in settlement of the
matter of Navy dredging of the Thames River, the Department finds that
the PEIS adequately addresses the issue of availability and suitability
of disposal sites in Block Island Sound and nearby ocean waters. However,
the Dames and Moore report (appendix A) is insufficient for our purposes
to draw a similar conclusion for Long Island Sound. We do concur that
the existing New London disposal site should continue to be used for
disposal of materials suitable for open water disposal. As noted above,
we believe that previously identified sites to serve western Long Island
Sound should be thoroughly evaluated and determined in the revised PEIS.

The Department is very interested in being involved in the selection
of open water disposal sites in the Connecticut waters of Long Island Sound.
Please contact Arthur Rocque (203-566-7404) of my Planning & Coordination/
Coastal Management Unit should you have any questions. [ thank you for
this opportunity to comment on the draft PEIS and Jook forward to continued
cooperation with the Corps.

Sincerely,
R

,,ﬁa,‘/gz, / 1y ?4@

Stanley J.CPac
SJIP/CSM/DC/bj



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

"PETER F. COHALAN
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

June 8, 1981

Division Engineer, New England Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Att: Mr, David Tomey, NEDPL-IP

Re: Draft Programmatlc Environmental Impact Statement for the D1sposa1
of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region

Gentlemen:

Cursory review of the above referenced material reveals that much
information concerning the Block Island Sound region has been omitted, In
particular, I refer to the work performed at the New York Ocean Science
Laboratory with which, for obvious reasons, I am familiar. Included among
this work are: '

Alexander, J.E, and T, T. White 1974, An interdisciplinary
study of the estuarine and coastal oceanography of Block
Island Sound and adjacent New York coastal waters: ground
truth, Part III. Chemical Oceanography NYOSL Tech.
Rept, No, 27

Austin, H,M, and P, M, Stoops 1973, A synopti‘é study of the
‘surface waters of Block Island Sound and surrounding waters,
NYOSL Tech Rept. No, 24,

Hollman, R. 1976. Environmental atlas of Block Island and
Liong Island Sound waters. Vol, II.. Physical and chemical
data base at observed and standard depths. 1970-73,
NYOSIL: Tech. Rept. No, 35

65 JETSON LANE, P.O.BOX G
CENTRAL ISLIP, N.Y, 11722
{516) 234-2622
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To: Mr, David Tomey 2. June 8, 1981

Hollman, R. and S. Gill 1974, An interdisciplinary study of the
estuarine and coastal oceanography of Block Island Sound
and adjacent New York coastal waters: ground truth, Part IL
Physical oceanography, NYOSL Tech, Rept. No. 27,

Nuzzi, R. 1973. A synoptic study of the surface waters of Block
Island Sound and surrounding waters, Part I. NYOSL Tech,
Rept. No. 19,

Nuzzi, R., S.F. Bruno and R. D Staker 1978. Environmental
atlas of Block Island and Long Island Sound Waters., Volume V.
Phytoplankton Data Base 1970-1973. NYOSL Tech, Rept. No. 38,

Nuzzi, R. and U, G, Perzan 1974, An interdisciplinary study of
the estuarine and coastal oceanography of Block Island Sound
and adjacent New York coastal waters: ground truth, Part IV,
Phytoplankton and suspended particles. NYOSL Tech. Rept. No, 27.

Staker, R.D. and S. F. Bruno 1978. An annual ‘phy'l:oplankton study in
coastal waters off eastern Liong Island (Block Island Sound)
Botanica Marina 21: 439-449

Staker, R.D., 5.F, Bruno and R. Nuzzi 1978. The phytqplankton of
' Block Island Sound: 1970 - 73, Nova Hedwigia 30 : 697-724,

‘Yost. E., R. Hollman, J. Alexander and R. Nuzzi 1973, Ax inter-
disciplinary study of the estuarine and coastal oceanography of
Block Island Sound and adjacent New York coastal waters,
‘NASA Tech._ Rept. , Greenbelt Md. 178 pp. '

Any work map composed without reference to these investigations
must be considered as unacceptable for the Block Island Sound region as the
above works probably constitute a portion of the most comprehensive data set
available for Block Island Sound. SR

' S;_n erely,
7 /
L f Nuzz1, Ph.D., Chief

Marine Monitoring Unit
RN:ets ' ‘
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DEPARTMENT OF 'PUBLIC WORKS
CITY HALL
" GLEN COVE, N.Y. 11542

_JOSEPH P. HURLEY, P.E. (516) 676-2000

DIRECTOR _
_ June ‘9, 1981

Division Engineer

New England Division

U,.S. Army Corps of Engineers
424 Trapelo Road _
Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Attention: Mr. David Tomey, NEDFL-IP
Dear Sir: |

We have recelved a Draft Programmatic Env1ronmen—
tal Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in
the Long Island Sound Region, and wish to dbring to your
gttentlon a mabtter which directly affects the City of Glen

ove.

Listed in the report as a Federally authorized navi-
gation project is Glen Cove Creek and harbor. Dredging of
this creek was to have taken place in 1979, with disposal of
the dredged material at an upland site provided by the City.
Dredging has been suspended due to concern expressed by the
local Nassau County Health Department and the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation concerning contami-
nants present in the sediment. Further investigation by the
State has resulted in a determination that this matéerial is
considered a hazardous waste. This in effect prohibits any
land dlsposal alternative.

At the present time the City has been informed by
the Corps of Fngineers, New York District, that dredging will
comuence only after the City agrees to pay the disposal costs
for ocean disposal of this material. This is a financial
impessibility for the City and appears to differ with the
Pederal regulations for disposal should an env1ronmenta11y
unacceptable land disposal site be provided by the local
cooperating agency. It would seem that situations such as
the above be formally addressed in the Environmental Impact
Statement.



New Englend Divigion ; -
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers - . =2- June 9, 1981

1 would appreciate receiving any comments you may
have on the above.

Director

JPH tkr

cc: Mnyor Parente

LA
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ALFRED 8. DEL BELLO
County Executive

June 22, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S5. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
: Impact Statement for Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be reopened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas,

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known
as that portion of Eatons Neck lying in Conhnecticut State
Waters) should be reopened immediately to dumping of dredged
spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long
Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered
include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils.

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County, as well as those portions of
Long Island Sound and New York City in the same vicinity,

6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to 1,000.000 cubic yards for Federal
maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000.000 cubic yards be
included representing maintenance dredging by entities other
than the Federal government.

County Office Building * White Plains, N.Y. 10801 » 914 682-2222



Mr. David Tomey
June 22, 1981
Page 2

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the
Western section of Long Island Sound is critical and I strongly
urge that Site E be reactivated immediately.

Bk
' .

Jfglobert an
Exegutive Officer

cerel ours,

JRD/1Im .
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CiTY OoF NEW ROCHELLE
NEW YORK

€. SAMUEL KISSINGER
CITY MANAGER

June 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Materizl in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I am writing this letter on behalf of Shore Acres Point Corporation and
twenty-two other individuals, corporations, organizations, marine and clubs,

all of whom are land owners surrounding the Mamaroneck Harbor. We welcome
this opportunity to commend on the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region.

One of the most serious problems facing the Sound Shore Communities of Westchester
and other areas on Western Long Island Sound is the increasingly critical need for
dredging the harbors, waterways and marine recreational areas; and the disposal

of such dredged spoils at a reasonable cost and in an environmentally acceptable
manner. We wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1. Western Long Island Sound should be reopened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas,

‘2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State
Waters) should be reopened immediately to the dumping of
dredged spoils,

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western New York
State Leng Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas which
should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between
Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island and
Eatons Neck West dump site.

CITY HALL & 51% NORTH AVEMUE ® NEW ROCHELLE, N. Y. 10801 & 914-522-2021
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Page 2 :
Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region
June 23, 1981

4, That the concept of non-federal dredging between the
Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be given more
emphasis and consideration in long range planning for the
dumping of dredged spoils.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing
Lower Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those
portions of Long Island and New York City in the same
vicinity .

6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty (50)
years in the Draft EIS for the Wesichester area be increased
from 250,000 cubic yeards to at least 1,000,000 cubic yeards for
Federal maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic -
yvards be included representing maintenance dredging by entities
other than federal government.

Upland disposal sites in the Westchester area are virtually non-existent for either
governmental or non-governmental potential dredging projects. The only two
alternatives are ocean disposal or Long Island Sound disposal. Ocean disposal
requires a specific type of barge equipment which has limited availability in New York.
The cost of using such equipment is significantly more expensive than other types

of barge disposal equipment. Also, limitation on the number of trips per day and
number of barges per day that can go through Hell's Gate further increases the

cost of dredging. In a recent project in Wesichester, costs were estimated to'be
increased by over 50% as the result of ocean disposal.

If one turns from ocean disposal to Long Island Sound, the distance from Westchester
Sound Shore Communities to the nearest approved active dredged site is off of

New Haven, Connecticut some 45-50 miles away. The cost savings, for Westchester or
nearby Long Island projects using New Haven vs. ocean disposal should be $2.00 to
$4.00 per cubic yard. However, if this excessive distance were reduced by a closer
site - such as Site E (Eaton's Neck East) the cost savings should be increased an
additional $1.50 to $3.00 per cubic yard. This could mean a total savings of $3.00

to $7.00 per cubic yard over ocean disposal or $300,000 to $700,000 for each 100,000
cubic yards dredged. (This cost information was estimated within the last three
months by two dredge contractors cert1f1ed for both’ decean and Long Island Sound
dumping). It shoudl be noted that opening of Site E (Baton's Neck East) would mean
that the distance from the Westchester and nearby Long Island Sound Shore
Communities to the nearest approved disposal area would be in line with distances

to other regional sites from neighboring Long Island Sound Communities. (This can
be seen from Figure 2 of the Draft EIS). : :
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Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region
June 23, 1981

We are further concerned that very little emphasis has been given to the needs of
the Western area of Long Island Sound. In short, one can feel like an unwanted
child. We suggest that the EIS be finalized without delay and that additional EIS'

be commenced on additional dumping sites in Western Long Island Sound - New York
State waters. This search should include a review of such deep hole areas as Throgs
Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island off
New Rochelle and Eatons Neck West, '

Two major shortcomings of the present Draft EIS are that only Fedecial maintenance
dredging in considered, thus excluding other non-Federal:maintenance dredging
figures, and the extremely low estimates for the next fifty years of the amount of
Federal maintenance dredging that will be done in the Westchester area. It is short-
sighted at best to look only at Federal prO]eCtS. Unless the area from the shore line

to the channel and Federal anchorage areas is dredged, boats will not be able to get

to shore. Therefore, the Federal dredging is only partially solving the problems that
texist and the amount of non-Federal dredging in many cases will be four times or

more than of the Federal projects. In Mamaroneck, the Federal project just completed
was approximately 20,000 cubic yards and the amount of non-Federal dredging will be
approximately 80,000 cubic yards. Table C-15 grossly understates the amount of Federal
maintenance dredging to be undeértaken in the next fifty years. Mamaroneck Harbor
(based upon the just completed project) should run approximately 120,000 cubic yards.
Milton Harbor; Larchmont Harbor and Echo Bay show no dredging over the next fifty
years. Yet, the Federal government is going to public rotice shortly for a large project
in Milton Harbor. New Rochelle shows nominal dredging as does Portchester. In short,
the total figures for the federal maintenance dredging should be estimated at over
1,000,000 cubic yards without any of the non-Federal work which could run over four
times the Federal projections, or 4,000,000 cubic yards.

We hope that these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which is long overdue.
The reopening of dump sites in the western section of Long Island is critical and we
strongly urge that Site E be reactived immediately.

Very truly yours,

CSK [kr
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Yillage of Port Chester

ﬁzﬁr ’lgnrk

110 Willett Avenue
Port Chester, N. Y. 10573

June 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S8. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapeolo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Re: Draft Programmatlc EnVLronmental Impact Statement fox

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1. Western Long Sound should be reopened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known
as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut
State waters) should be reopened immediately to dumping of
dredged spoils.

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps
of Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western
Long Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas which should be
considered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution
Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island and Eatons Neck
West dump site.

4. That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of
dredged spoils. _

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing
" lower Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those
portions of Long Island Sound and New York City in the same
vicinity.
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The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EILS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal
maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubie

LS

yards be included representing maintenance dredging by entities

other than the Federal government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western

section of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that
Site E be reactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

Mol O

ichael D. Ritchie
Village Manager

MDR:bb
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VILLAGE OF MAMARONECK
Village Hall -
M, amaranec](, N.Y. 10543 ' : TELEPHONE
OFFICE OF THE L . ‘ : - 868-7041
VILLAGE MANAGER - | s ) . . ) . . . . . AREACODE 914

June 24, 1981

Mr, David Tomey

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetis 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr., Tomey:
I wish to go on record as‘strongly urging the following:

1. Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened
for dumping of dredged spoils at least from
adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck lying in
Connecticut State Waters) should be re-opened
immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3. Additional Environmental Impact Statements
should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites
in Western Long Island Sound Waters. Deep
hole areas which should be considered include
Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock
and Larchmont Harbor, neaxy Davis Island, and
Eatons Neck West dump site.

4, That the concept of non-Federal dredging between
the Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be
given more emphasis and consideration in long
range planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound
Shore communities of Western Long Island Sound
encompassing lower Connecticut, Westchester
County, as well as those portions of Long Island
Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.

THE FRIENDLY VILLAGE
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6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next
fifty years in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Westchester area be increased
from 250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic
yvards for Federal maintenance dredging and an
additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representlng malntenance dredging by entltles
other than the Federal government,

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final

Environmental Impact Statement.

The re-opening of dump sites

in the Western Section of Long Island Sound is critical and I
strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immediately.

JPF:jd

ce: Maybr and Board
Attorney
Engineer

Clerk-Treasurer
Harbor Commission
The Daily Times

The Sound View News

Very truly yours,

Joseph P. Fraioli
Village Manager

Lb



June 23, 1981

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS,
RECREATION 8 CONSERVATION

JOSEPH M. CAVERLY
Commissioner

ROBERT E. DISPENZA
Deputy Commissioner

JAMES E. ARLES
Deputy Cormmissioner

Mr., David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Recad

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Dear Mr, Tomey:

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
for Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region

Recreational boating is of great concern to this department. We
wish to go on reccrd as strongly urging the following:

l. Western Long Island Sound should be recpened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and
known as that portion of Eatons Neck East, lying in
Connecticut State Waters) should be reopened immediately
to dumping of dredged spoils.

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps
of Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in
Western Long Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which
should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge; between
Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island;
and -Eatons Neck West dump site.

4, That the concept of non-Frederal dredging between the
Federal maintenance area and shoreline be given more
emphasis and consideration in long-range planning for the
dumping of dredged spoils.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Scund shore
communities of western Long Island Sound encompassing
lower Connecicut, Westchester County, as well as those
portions of Long Island Sound and New York City in the
same vieinity.

. Cont'd

County Office Bullding + 148 Martine Avenue, White Plains, N.Y, 10601
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6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty
vears. in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be
. increased from 250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic
yards for Federal maintenance dredging and an
additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included representing
maintenance dredging by entities other than the Federal
government.

We hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which
is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western section
of Long Island Sound is critical and we streongly urge that Site E

be reactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

/ Joseph Caverly
/ Commissioner

¢c: J. R. Dolan ’
Executive Officer
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WESTCHESTER COUNTY BOARD OF LEGISLATORS

803 COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10601
(914) 682-7650

DIANE A. KEANE Member

Legislator, 7th Distyics
290 NoORTH STREET

Commitiee on Legislation
Committee on Community Affairs,

Rye, New York 10580 . Health and Hospitals
Tel: 967-0589 TFrustee
Council for the Arts
in Westchester

June 29, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps. of Engineers
New England Division '

424 Trapeloc Road

Waltham, Massachusgsetts, 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of bredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I represent the Long Island Sound Shore area ¢of Rye, Mamaroneck
and Larchmont. The Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
for the Digposal of Dredged Materials in the Long Island Sound region
concerns me. Following are my comments:

As you realize, on a regular basis materials must be dredged from
the harbors of the communities I represent. If not dredged, the har-
bors silt up and navigation is restricted to the detriment of busi-
nesses, residential land owners, boat owners and marine police.

Dredging together with the disposal of the dredged spoils is
extremely expensive. The dredging costs cannot be substantially
changed. However, the cost of dumping of the dredged materials is a
variable expense - if the spoils must be removed to a distant point at
sea, the price is horrendously high whether it be federally subsided,
manicipally paid or a private landowner's project.

Because of this.financial burden to eastern Sound Shore commu-
nities, I appeal to you to re-open dumping sites on the western side
of Long Island Sound, specifically Site E (Eaton's Neack East lying
in Connecticut waters) and urge you further to identify other deep
sites in the sound where dumping could take place.
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PAGE TWO

Mr. David Tomey
June 29, 1981

The Corps of Engineers cannot ignore the short and long-range
federal and non-federal, fiscal implications of closing disposal
sites in the western part of Long Island Sound. It is critically
important to Westchester County's sound shore communities that you
reactivate Site E as soon as possible.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

(U/L@ﬁ QK g@ae_

Diane A. Keane
County Legislator
Seventh District

DAK/tw |
cc: Daniel 5. Natchez
Joseph Fraioli
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISOR
TOWN OF RYE
10 PEARL STREET
PORT CHESTER, N. Y. 10573

ANTHONY J. POSILLIPO

SUPERVISOR June 29, 1981 .

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass.

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement For Disposal of
Dredged Material In The Long Island

Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1/ Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for
dumping of dredged spoils at least for the adjacent
areas.

2/ Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS
and known as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying
in Connecticut State Waters) should be reopened
immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3/ Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army
Corps of Engineers to locate additional sites in
Western Long Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas
which should be considered aneludedThrogs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Barbor, near
Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4/ That the concept of non-Pederal dredging between the
Federal maintenance areas and shoréline be given
more emphasis and consideration in long range planning
for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5/ HMore emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing
lower Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those
portions of Long Island Sound and New York City in the
same vicinity. :

6/ The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty
years in the Draft EIS for the Westchester Area be
increased from 250,000 cubic vards to 1,000,000 cubic
yards for Federal maintenance dredging and an additional
4,000,000 cubic yards be included representing main-
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISOR
TOWN OF RYE
10 PEARL STREET
PORT CHESTER, N. Y. 10573

ANTHONY J. POSILLIFO
SUPERVISOR

tenance dredging by entities other than the Federal
government.,

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding final EIS
which is long overdue. The reopening of the dump sites in
the Western section of Long Island Sound is critical and we
strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immediately.

sillf;o

Sincerel

Anthony/Jj/ Po
Supervifsor

AJP:dp



CITY OF | RYE | TELE.PH-O'.!;E.‘

CITY HALL '
914-967 5400
RYE. NEw York 10580 i

June 30, 1981

Mr. David Tomey
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division '
424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, Massachusétts 02254

Re; Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:

The City of Rye wishes to go on record as strongly urging the follow-~
ing:

1, Western Long Island Sound should be recpened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as that por-
tion of Eaton's Neck East lying in Connecticut State waters) should be re-
opened immediately to dumping of dredged spolils.

3. Additional EIS's should be undertal;en by the Army Corps of Engineers:
to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island Sound waters.
Deep hole areas which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island and Eaton's
Neck West dump site.

4. That the concept of non~Federal dredging between the Federal main-
tenance areas and shorelipe be given more emphasis and consideration in
long-range planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Scund Shore communi-
ties of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Connecticut and West-
chester County, as well as those portions of Long Island Sound and New York
" City in the same vicinity.
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6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty vears in the
Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000 cubic yards
to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance dredging and an addi-
tional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included, representing maintenance
dredging by entities other than the Federal Government.

We hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The recpening of dump sites in the western sec-
tion of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site E be
reactivated immediately. ‘

Yours Sincerely,

F e en..

Philip J. McGovern
Acting City Manager

PIMCG:nm



TOWN/VILLAGE OF HARRISON

 MUNICIPAL BUILDING
HARRISON, NEW YORK 10528

Telephone: 914-835-2000
JOHN A. PASSIDOMO

SUPERVISOR/MAYOR

July 1, 19281

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Dear Mr. Tomey:

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound region

The Town of Harrison wishes to go on record with the following
comments regarding the dumping of dredged gpoils:

1. The buildup of silt and spoils along the harbors and
channels along our coast of the Long Island Sound is increasing at
an alarming rate. There is a definite and identified urgent need
to dredge these areas, The problem, of course, is what to do with
that material. Land disposal sites in the Westchester area are
almost non-existent, either for governmental projects or for the
private sector.

2. Re-opening the western Long Island Sound area for dredged

spoils should be allowed immediately for dumping by the adjacent
communities.

Specifically, we urge that Site E, as identified in the draft
E.I.S. and known as that portion of Eatons Neck East, lying in
Connecticut state waters, should be re-opened immediately for such
dumping.

3. We urge that additional Environmental Impact Studies be
iniated to find additional dumping sites for the western Long Island
Sound. We have been informed that there are deep hole areas near
the Throgs Neck Bridge, near Davis Island and additionmally the
Eatons Neck West area. We urge that studies be started immediately
in these areas. The re-opening of Site E will be of immediate
assistance to the Sound shore communities, but we need a long-range
solution,



TOWN/VILLAGE OF HARBISON

{Continued)
2

Mx. David Tomey - July 1, 1981

4. We believe that consideration should also be given to the
concept of dredging by either local government or the private
sector in the areas that lie between the federal maintenance area
and the shore line for long~term planning.

5. Furthermore, we believe that the estimate of 250,000 cubic
yards of spoils during the next fifty years is an understatement.
We urge that that figure be increased to one million cubic yards
for federal maintenance dredging. Additionally, we believe it will
be essentlal to have provision made for another four million cubic
yvards of spoills which would be dredged by entities other than the
federal government.

I sincerely hope that the final E.T.S5. will scon bhe prepared.
The re-opening of the dump sites in the western section_ of Long
Island Sound is of vital importance to the area. Any delay will
only create more and more difficulties.

We strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immediately, if
necessary without waiting for the final draft of the E.I.S.

Very truly yours,

b ko

n A. Passidomo
Upervisor/Mayor

JAP/sr

L



SHORE ACRES POINT COQRPORATION
c/o 555 ALDA ROAD
MAMARONECK, NEW YORK 10543

June 16, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.5. Army Corps. of Englneers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmati'c Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I am writing this letter on behalf of Shore Acres Point Corporation and
twenty two other individuals, corporations, organizations, marine and
clubs, all of whom are land owners surrounding the Mamaroneck Harbor.
We welcome this opportunity to comment on the Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in
the Long Island Sound region.

One of the most serious problems facing the Sound Shore Communities of
Westchester and other areas on Western Long Island Sound is the
increasingly critical need for dredging the harbors, waterways, and
marine recreational areas; and the disposal of such dredged spoils at a
reasonable cost and in an environmentally acceptable manner. We wish
to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be re-cpened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2}  Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EI$ and known

as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut
State Waters) should be reopened immediately to the dumping
of dredged spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps.
of Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western
New York State Long Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas
which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davids
Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the
Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be given more
emphasis and consideration in long range planning for the
dumping of dredged spoils.

Pl



5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island -Sound encompassing
lower Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those
portions of Long Island and New York City in the same
vicinity.

6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to at least 1,000,000 cubic yards for
Federal maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000
cubic yards be included representing maintenance dredging
by entities other than the federal government.

Upland disposal sites in the Westchester area are virtually non-existent
for either governmental or non-governmental potential dredging projects.
The only two alternatives are ocean disposal or Long Island Sound
disposal. Ocean disposal requires a specific type of ba.ge equipment
which has limited availability in New York. The cost of wusing such
equipment 1is signficantly more expensive than other types of barge
disposal equipment. Also, limitation on the number of trips per day and
number of barges per day that can go through Hell's Gate further
increases the costs of dredging. In a recent project in Westchester,
costs were estimated to be increased by over 50% as the result of ocean
disposal.

If one turns from ocean disposal to Long Island Sound, the distance

from Westchester Sound Shore Communities to the nearest approved active

dredged site is off of New Haven, Connecticut some 45 - 50 miles away.
The cost savings for Westchester or nearby Long Island projects using
New Haven vs. ocean disposal should be $2.00 to $4.00 per cubic yard.
However, if this excessive distance were reduced by a closer site - such
as Site E ( Eaton's Neck East) the cost savings should be increased an
additional $1.50 to $3.00 per cubic yard. This could mean a total
savings of $3.00 to $7.00 per cubic yard over ocean disposal or $300,000
to $700,000 for each 100,000 cubic yards dredged. (This cost information
was estimated within the last three months by two dredge contractors
certified for both ocean and Long Island Sound dumping). It should be
noted that opening of Site E (Eaton's Neck East) would mean that the
distance from the Westchester and nearby Long 1Island Sound Shore
Communities to the nearest approved disposal area would be in line with
distances to’' other regional sites from neighboring Long Island Sound
Communities. (This can be seen from Figure 2 of the Draft EIS).

We are further concerned that very .little emphasis has been given to the
needs of the Western area of Long lsland Sound. In short, one can feel
like . an unwanted child. We suggest that the EIS be finalized without
delay and that additional EIS' be commenced on additional dumping
sites in Western Long Island Sound - New York State waters. This search
should include a review of such deep hole areas as Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davide Island off
New Rochelle, and Eatons Neck West. ‘

1



Two major shortcomings of the present Draft EIS are that only Federal
maintenance dredging 1is considered, thus excluding other non-Federal
maintenance dredging figures, and the extremely low estimates for the
next fifty years of the amount of Federal maintenance dredging that will
- be done in the Westchester area. It is shortsighted at best to look only
at Federal prejects. Unless the area from the shore line to the channel
and Federal anchorage areas is dredged, boats will not be able to get
to shore. Therefore, the Federal dredging is only partially solving the
problems that exist and the amount of non-Federal dredging in many

cases will be four times or more than of the Federal projects. In

Mamaroneck, the Federal project just completed was approximately 20,000
“cubic yards and the amount of non-Federal dredging will be
approximately 80,000 cubic yards. Table C-15 grossly understates the
amount of Federal maintenance dredging to be undertaken in the next
fifty years. Mamaroneck Harbor (based upon the just completed project)
should run approximately 120,000 cubic yards. Milton Harbor, Larchmont
Harbor, and Echo Bay show no dredging over the next fifty years. Yet
the Federal government is going to public notice shortly for a large
project in Milton Harbor. New Rochelle shows nominal dredging as does
Portchester. In short the +tfotal figures for the Federal maintenance
dredging should be estimated at over 1,000,000 cubic yards without any
of the non-Federal work which could run over four times the Federal
projections, or 4,000,000 cubic yards.

We hope that these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the western
section of lLong Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site
E be reactivied immediately. __

PDaniel S. Natchez
Vice-president
Shore Acres Point
On behalf of
Shore Point Acres Corporation
et. al.

rporation

Pl
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HARBOR ISLAND BOAT CLUB INCORPORATED
Mamaroneck, New York

B

o June 15, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S.Army Corps. of Engineers

New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass, 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental

Impact Statement for disposal of
dredged material in the Long Island
Sound Region.

Dear Mpr, Tomey:

One of the most srious problems facing Sound Shore Communities of
Westchester and other areas on Western Long Island Sound is the
increasingly critical need for dredging the harbors, waterways, and
marine recreational areas: and the disposal of such dredged spoils
at a resaonal cost and in an environmentally acceptable manner. Ve
wish to g0 on record as strongly urging the following:

1, Western Long Island Sound should be re-opended for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas,

2. Specifically, site E(itentified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eastons Neck East lyins in Connecticut State
waters) shculd be reopened immediately to the dumping of
dredged spoils.,

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps. of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western New
York State Long Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas which
should be considered include Throngs Neck Bridge, between
Exection Rock and Larchmont Harbor, new Davis Island, and
Easton's Neck West dump site,

L. ‘hat the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance ares and shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils,

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those portions of
Long Island and New York City in the same vicinity.

continued,...
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6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in the
Draft EIS for the Western area be increased from 250,000 cubic
yards to at least 1,000,000 cubic¢ yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing mainteénance dredging by entities other than the
federal government, Co o *

Upland disposal sutes in the Westehaster area are virtually non-existent
for either governmental or non-governmental potential dredging projects.
The only two alternatives are ocean disposal or Long Island Sound o
disposal, Ocean disposal requires a specific type of barge equipment:
which has limited availablility in New York. The cost of using such -
equipment is signficantly more expensive than other types of barge
disposal guipment. Also, limitation on the number of trips per day and
number of barges per day that can go through Hellt!'s Gate further
increases the costs of dredging. In a recent project in Westchester,
costs were estimated to be increased by over 50% as the result of

ocean dispos=al., _ : '

If one turns from ocean disposal to Long Island Sound, the distance
from Westchester Sound Shore Communities to the nearest approved active
dredged site is off the New Haven, Connecticut some L45-50 miles away.
The cost savings for Westchester or nearby Long Island projects using
New Haven vs, ocean disposal should be $2.00 to $4.00 per cubic yard.
Howeverk if this excessive distance were reduced by a closer site-

such as Site E (Eaton's Neck East) the cost savings should be increased
an additional $1.50 to $3.00 per cubic yard., This could mean a total
savings of $3.00 to $7.00 per cubic yard over ocean disposal or
$300,000 to $700,000 for each 100,000 cubic yards dredged. (This cost
information was estimated within the last three months by two dredge
contractors certified for both ocean and Long Island Sound dumping?.

It should be noted that opening of Site E (Eastonts Neck East) would
mean that the distance from the Westchester and nearby Long Island
Sound Shore Communities to the nearest approved disposal area would

be in line with distances to other regional sites from neighboring
Lohg Island Sound Communities, (This can be seen Figure 2 of the

Draft EI3) ' '

We are further concerened that very little emphasis has been given to
the needs of the Western area of Long Island Sound. In short, one can
feel like an unwanted child. We sugsest that the EIS be finalized
without delay and that additional EIS' be commenced on additional
dumping sites in Western Long Island Sound-New York State waters,

This search should include a review of such deep hole eazmas as Throgs
Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, new Davis
Island off New Rochelle and Eatons Neck West, '

Two major shortcomings of the present Draft EIS are that only Federal
maintenance dredging is considered, thus excluding other non-Federal
maintennace dredging figures, and the extremely low estimates for the
next fifty years of the amount of Federal maintenance dredging that
willbe done in the Westchester area, It is shortsighted at best to
look only at Federal prcjects. Unless the eara from the shore line
to the channel and Federal anchorage areas is dredged, boats will not
be able to get to shore. Therefore, the Federal dredsging is only
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partially solving the problems that exist and the amount of Non-Federal
dredging in many cases will be four times or more than of the Federal
projects, In Mamaroneck, the Federal project just completed was
approximately 20,000 cubic yards and the amount of non~Federal dredging
will be approximately 80,000 cubic yards. Table C-15 grossly understates
the amount of Federal maintenance dredging to be undertaken in the next
fifty years. Mamaroneck Harbor (based upon the just completed project)
should run approximately 120,000 cubic yards., Milton Harbor , Larchmont
Harbor, and Echo Bay show no dredging over the next fifty years, Yet

. The Federal government is going to public notice shortly for & large
project in Milton Harbor. New Rochelle shows nominal dredging as does
Portchester., In short the total! figures for the Federal government
maintenance dredging should be estimated at over 1,000,000 cubic yards
without any of the non~Federal work which cculd run over four times the
Federal projections, or 4,000,000 cubic yards,

We hope that these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue, The reopening of dump sites in the western

section of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that

3ite E be reactivied immediately.

ZZ e@rely’



MAMARONECK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, INC.
698-4400

1058 MAMARONECK AVENUE MAMARCNECK, NEW YORK 10543

June 24, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.5. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Pfogrammatic Environmental Impact Statement for Disposal
of Dredged Material in the Long Islané Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:
We wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1} Western Long Island Sound should be re-opendd for dump-
ing of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2} Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and
known as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in
Connecticut State Waters) should be reopened immediately
to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps
of Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in West-
ern Long Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas which
should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between
Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near David Island,
and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the
Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be given more
emphasis and consideration in long range planning for
the dumping of dredged spoils. '

5} More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing
lower Conn., Westchester County as well as those portions
of L.I. Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.

6} The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty
vears in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be in-
creased from 250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards
for the Federal maintenance dredging and an addtional
4,000,000 cubic yards be included representing maintenance
dredging by entities other than the Federal government.

MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
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We hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final
EIS which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the
Western section of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly
urge the Site E be reactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

George
Execntive Director

GHS:k 3}
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J. b. BROPHY, INC.
WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS

HEAvy Dury VacvuuMm CLEANING PRODUCTS
JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

PUST COLLECTORS e FURNACE CLEANERS o INDUSTRIAL VACUUM CLEANERS

- PHONE: 914 - 835-1222 65 PURDY STREET

ENterprise 7063 ' HARRISON, NEW YORK 10528
{No Toll NYC Only) ‘

June 15, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.5, Army Corps, of Engineers
New England Division

L2l Trapelo Reoad

Waltham, Mass. Q2251

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for disposal of
dredged material in the Long Island
Sound Regions.

Dea¥ Mr. Tomey:

One of the most serious problems facing the Sound Shore Communities of
Westchester and other areas on Western Long Island Sound is the
increasingly critical need for dredging the harbors, waterways, and
marine recreational areas; and the disposal of such dredged spoils at a
reasonable cost and in an environmentally acceptable manner, We wish
to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1.

2.

3.

L.

5e

Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

Specifically, Sive E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that pertion of Eastons Neck East lying in Connecticut state waters)
should be reopened immediately to the dumping of dredged spoils.

Additional EIS should be undertaken by the Army Corps. of Engineers

to locate additional dumping sites in Western New York State Long Island
Sound waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered include
Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor,

near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

That the concept of non~Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and consideration
in long range planning for the dumping of dredged spoils,

More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore communities
of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Connecticut,
Westchester County as well as those portions of Long Island and
New York City in the same vicinity.

conbinued soveve
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6. The figures of estimated credging for the next fifty years in the
Draft EIS for the Western area be increased from 250,000 cubie
yards to at least 1,000,000 cubde yard: for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additiwnal 4,000,000 cubie yards be included
ropreseanting raintenance dredging by entitles other than the
federal government.

Upland disposal sutes in the Westehester area are virtually non-existent
for either governmental or non-goverareatal potential dredging projects,
The only two alternativesz are ocsan disposal or Long Island Sound
diapcsal, Ocean disposal requires s specifie type of barge equipment
which has limited avallablility in New York. The cost of using such
equipment 1z signficantly more expensive than other types of barge
éisposal guipment. Also, limitgtion os the number of trips per day and
nunber of barges per day that can go through Hell's Gote further
increases the costs of dredgings. In & recent project in Wecztchester,
costrs were estimated to be increased by over 50% &s the result of

ocean disposal. :

1f one turns from ocean dlsposal to Long Island Sound, the distance
from Westchester Sound Shore Cormunities te the nearest approved active
dredged site is off the New Baven, Connecticut some 45«50 miles away.
The cost savings for vestchester Or nearby Long Island projeceta using
New Haven vs, ocean diaposal should be $2,00 to $4.00 pur cubic yard,
Howevery 4f this excessive dlstance were reduced by a closer site-

such as Site E {Faton's Heck East) the cost savings should be increaned
an additional £1.50 to 2£3.00 per cubiec yard. This could mean a total
savings of 23,00 to $7.00 per cuble vard over ocean disposal or
£300,000 to $700,000 for each 100,000 cubic¢ yards dredged. (This cost
information was estimated within the last three months by two dredge
contractors certified for both ocean and kong Island Sound dumping).

It should be noted that opening of 5ite E (Easton's Neck East) would
mean that the distance from the Westchester and nearby Long Island
Sound Shore Communities to the nearest gpproved disposal area would

be in km 1ine with distapces to other regional sites frow nelghboring
%on% Ig%i?d Sound Commungtiea. {Thi= can be seon Figure 2 of the

raft b

VWe are further concerensd that very litile emphasis has been given to
the needs of the Western area of Long Island Sound. In short, one can
fec)l like an unwanted child. Ve sugzesat that the EIS be finaiised
without delay and that additional EISY be commenced on additional
dumping nites in Western Long Island Sound=iiew York State waters.

This search should include & veview of such deep hole ampas as Throgs
Heck Bridge, between Execution Rock and larehmont Harbor, new Davis
Island of{ ¥ew Fochelle and Eatons Heck west,

Twe major shortcomings of the present Draft EIS are that only Federal
maintensnce dredging 1s considered, thus exeluding other non-Federal
naintennace dredging fleures, and the extremely low estimates for the
next £ifty years of the amount of Feders«l smaintenaace cdradeing that
willbe done in th: Westchester area. It i3 shortsighted at best to
look only &t Federsl projeets, Unless the eara from the shore line
gn tﬁf ehamnel and Federal anchorare areqs i3 dredged, boats will not
€ able to get to shore, Therefore, the Federal dredging is only
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partially solving the problems that exist and the amount of Non-Fedsral
dredging in many cases will be four times or more than of the Federal
projects. In Mamaroneck, the Federal Eroject Just completed was
apgroximatsly 20,000 cubic yards and the amount of non«Féderal dredging
will be approximately 80,000 cuble yards. Table C-15 grossly undeystates
the amount of Federal maintenance dredging to be undertaken in the next
fifty years, Mamaroneck Harbor (based upon the Just completed projegt)
should run approximately 120,000 cubic yards, Milton Harboer , Larchsont
Harbor, and Echo Bay show no dredglng over the next fifty years., Yet
The Federal government is going to public notice shortly for a large
project in Milton Harbor. New Rochelle shows nomlnal dredging as does
Portchester, 1In short the tobtkk fisures for the Federal government
maintenance dredging should be estimdted at over 1,000,000 cubic yards
without any of the noneFederal work which could run over fouy times the
Federgl projections, or 4,000,000 cubic yards,

We hope that these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue, The reopening of dump sites in the western
section of Long Island Sound is eritical and we strongly urge that
‘Site E be reactivied immediately.

Sincermsly,
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June 24, 1981

Mr. David Tomey : ,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Divisgion

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmaetic
Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal
of Dredged Material in
The Long Island Sound
Region,

Dear Mr. Tomey:

This letter represents my thoughts and those of Mr.
Robert Kohlasch, owner of Echo Bay Boat Yard in New
Rochelle. ' '

The critical need for dredging the harbors and water-
ways of western Long Island Sound communities has been
voiced by many concerned people over the years., It is
the responsibility of the Corps of Engineers to look
at the economics of the situation and to separate the
political impact from the environmental impact., Much
has been made of the “Long Island COpposition® to
dredge spoil disposal in Long Island Sound. As an
environmentalist, I am concerned with cost factors,
environmental integrity and its impact on peoples lives,
Recreational boating is a major factor in the decision
over dredging and disposal but commercial interests
must not be neglected. Mr. Kohlasch has spent his
entire life working as a boat yard operator and crafis-
man on the New Rochelle waterfront., He has attempted
t0 have the Corps declare the west branch of Echo Bay
as Federal Channel to allow his customers access to the
Sound at any tide. After a lengthy study, the Corps
has determined that the project is not economically
{ustified because the cost/benefit ratio is unfavorable.
t is due to the fact that ocean disposal was the only
option left. There are no upland sites available and
Long Island Sound sites have been closed for some time,

If dumping sites in the western podtion of Long Island
Sound are not opened, it will be a major setback for
many people. What about alternatives? The Corps has
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mentioned "capping® procedures in its various reports
on the Sound over the years. Has this been taken into
account? Could this be instituted at Site E (as ident-
ified in the Draft RIS) to prevent harm to the marine
environment? If volume dumping is seen as a problenm,
why not ask (or empower) the governors of New York and
Connecticut (or the DEP and DEC agency commissioners)
to review on a case-by-case basis any request to dump
at an approved disposal area in western Long Island
Sound. In addition, we feel that there is a need and
an obligation to create EIS's for alternative sites
such as Execution Light and Eatons Neck West., Table
C=15 of the Draft EIS shows no project or projected
volume of dredged material for Echo Bay., Is this not
cart before the horse thinking? The aforementioned
project to extend Federal Channel into the west branch
of BEcho Bay was denied because of a lack of dump sites
in western Long Island Sound. Give me that site and
I'11 give you some volume figures, Towlng dredge
spoil to New Haven or the ocean dump site is econome
ically impossible for most small operators in West-
chester. There are alternative sites and methods of
disposal. It is the obligation of the Corps of
Engineers to find them. ‘

The fate of many commercial and recreational interests
is in your hands. I hope you will realize the importance

of finding alternative western Sound sites and move
accordingly.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

52
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480 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

June 25, 1981

Tomey
Corps of Engineers

New England Division
424 Trapelo Road
Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to
following:

go on record as: strongly urging the

1) Western Long Island Sound should
be re-opened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified
in the Draft EIS and known as that
portion of Eatons Neck East lying in
Connecticut State Watersg) should be
re-opened immediately to dumping of
dredged spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be under-
taken by the Army Corps of Engineers to
locate additional dumping sites in Western
Long Island Scund Waters. Deep hole areas
which should be considered include Throgs
Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and
Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and
Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal
dredging between the Federal maintenance
areas and shoreline be given more emphasis
and consideration in long range planning
for the dumping of dredged spoils.
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5) More emphasis be given to the needs
of the Sound Shore Communities of West-
ern Long Island Sound encompassing

lower Connecticut, Westchester County
‘as well as those portions of Long Island
Sound ‘and New York City in the same
vacinity.

6) The figures of estimated dredging
for the next fifty vears in the Draft

EIS for the Westchester area be increased
from 250,000 cubic vards to 1,000,000
cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000
cubic yards be included representing
maintenance dredging bv entities other
than the Federal government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the
final BIS which is long overdue. The re-opening

of dump sites in the Western section of Long Island
Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site E
be reactivated immediately.

NU:1h

i ) Underberg _

o

P



488 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022

June 24, 1981

Me. David Tomey

U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA (2254

RE:

Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for Disposal
of Dredged Material in the Long Island Scund Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Western Long Island Sound shculd be reopened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

Specificdlly, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS arld known
ag that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut
State Waters) should be reopened immediately to dumping of
dredged spoils.

Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long
Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered
include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and
gonsideration in long range planning for the dumping of
dredged speils. '

More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities
of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Cormmecticut,
Westchester County as well as those portions of Long Island Sound
and New York City in the same vicinity.

The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in

the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000
cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance

(continued on next page)
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Mr. David Tomey
June 24, 1981
Page Two

dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing maintenance dredging by entities other than the
Federal govermment.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which is
long overdue. The recpening of dump sites in the Western section of
the Long Island Sound is critical and I strongly urge that ite E be
reactivated immediately.

icerely,

M% /(’/Z:/

Arthmr M. Hettich
Editor-in-Chief

AMH/mh
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557 FIFTH AVENUE + NEW ROCHELLE, N. Y. 10801 s
(914) 632-100 ‘

June 29,1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Divigion

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass, 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for ™ sposal

of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr, Tomey:

We wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1.

2.

3.

Western Long Island Sound should be re-cpened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas,

Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that port on of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State
Waters) should be reopened immediately to dumping of dredged
spoils.

Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additicnal dumping sites in Westerm Long
Island Sound Waters., Deep hole areas which should be considered
include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spolls,

More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities
of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Conn,, Westchester

County as well as those portions of Long Island Sound and New York
City in the same vacinity,
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6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal
maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic
yards be included representing maintenance dredging by
entities other than the Federal government.

We hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which
1s long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western section of
Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site E be reactivated

immediately.

Very truly vours,

FEHLHA BER CORPORATION

Chief Engineer

SIW/bg



GEOFFREY L. PHILLIPS
27 BRETTON ROAD
SCARSDALE, NEW YORK 10583

July 2, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

RE: DRAFT PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT FOR DISPOSAL OF DREDGED MATER-
IAL IN THE LONG ISLAND SOUND REGION

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

(1) Western Long Island Socund should be re-opened for
dumping of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent
areas.

(2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS
and known as that portion of Eatons Neck East ly-
ing in Connecticut State Waters) should be re-opened
immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final

EIS which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in
the Western section of Long Island Sound is critical.

Sincerely yours, d‘”—ﬁﬁ%‘/

GLP/rec

P1
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June 30, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Enviornmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the
following:

1. Western Iong Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least €ram the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State
Waters) should be re—opened immediately to dumping of dredged
spoils.

3. ndditional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western ILong
Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which should be con-
sidered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and

Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump
site.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Commni-~
ties of Western Iong Island Sound encompassing lower Com.,
Westchester Gounty as well as those portlons of L.I. Sound and
New York City in the same vicinity.

6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal
maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards
be included representing maintenance dre@;ux;hw'entltles
oﬂxx'tMMItheI%ﬁendlgowazment

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding
the final EIS which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump
sites in the Western section of Long Island Sound is criti-

cal and I strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immedi-
ately.

Sincerely,

?JVNFY ‘karAE:-quvug
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THE MAUTNER COMPANY, INC.

MANUFACTURERS OF

JEWELRY BOXES, SHOWCASE TRAYS & WINDOW DISPLAYS

498 NEPPERHAMN AVE, YONKERS, N. Y. 1070)

June 22, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S5. Army Corps. of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass, 02254

Dear Mr. Tomey:

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental -
Impact Statement for Disposal of Dredged
Material in the Long Island Sound Region

We are taking this opportunity to comment on the Draft Programmatic Environ-
mental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound region,

One of the most serious problems facing the Long Island Sound Shore Communities

of Westchester and other areas on Western Long Island Sound, is the increasingly
critical need for dredging the harbors, waterways, and marine recreational areas;
and the disposal of such dredged spoils at a reasonable cost, and in an environ-

mentally acceptable manner,

)

2)

K)

4)

5

o w 711ES
That Western Long Island Soundﬂﬁhould be re-~opened for dumping of dredged
spolls at least from the adjacent areas.

That Site "E" (identified in the Draft EIS, and known as that portion
of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters) should be re—
opened immediately to the dumping of dredged spoils.

That additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps. of En—
gineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western New York State
Long Island Sound waters. Deep hole areas, which should be considered,
include the Throgs Neck Bridge and between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near David's Island, and the Eatons Weck West dump site.

That the concept of non-Federal dredging projects between the Federal
channel lines and shoreline be given more emphasis and consideration in
long *range planming for the dumping of dredged spoils,

That more emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities

of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Connecticut, Westchester
County, as well as those portions of Long Island in the same vicinity,

- Continued -

THE GREATEST NAME IN THE JEWELRY BOX & DISPLAY INDUSTRY

RING, WATCH AMD JEWELRY BOXES OF PLASTIC, VELVET, LEATHER, FPACKAGING AND SPECIAL DISPLAYS FOR THE MANUFACTURER
METAL AND WQOD & SHOWCASE TRAYS ¥r WINDOW DISPLAYS 1f PLATFORMS AND WHOLESALER & FLANNEL ROLLS AND BAGS FOR SILVERWARE
PAPER BOXES FOR JEWELRY AND SILVERWARE SALESMAN'S SAMPLE YRAYS AND CASES

We wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:
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(6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in the
Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000 cubic
yards to at least 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging, and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included to
represent maintenance dredging by entities other than the federal
government,

Upland disposal sites in thelkbtchester area are virtually non-existent for

elther governmental or non-governmental potential dredging projects, The only

two alternatives are ocean disposal or Long Island Sound disposal, Ocean disposal
requires a specific type of barge equipment which has limited availability in New
York. The cost of using such equipment is significantly more expensive than other
types of barge$ . Also, limitation on the number of trips per day
and number of barges per day that can go through Hell's Gate further increases the
costs of dredging., In a recent project in Westchester, costs were estimated to be
increased by over 50% as the result of ocean disposal.

If one turns from ocean disposal to Long Island Sound disposal, the distance from
Westchester Sound Shore Communities to the nearest approved active dump site is off
of New Haven, Connecticut some 45~50 miles away. The cost savings for Westchester
or nearby Long Island projects using New Haven vs, ocean disposal should be $2,00

to 54,00 per cubic yard., However, 1f this excessive distance were reduced by a
closer site - such as Site E (Eaton's Neck East) the cost savings should be in-
creased an additional $1.50 to $3.00 per cubic yaxd. This could mean a total
savings of $3.00 to $7.00 per cubic yard over ocean disposal, or 3$300,000 to
$700,000 for each 100,000 cubic yards dredged. (This cost information was estimated
within the last three months by two dredge contractors certified for both ocean and
Long Island Sound dumping). It should be noted that opening of Site E (Eaton's Neck
East) would mean that the distance from the Westchester and nearby Long Island Sound
Shore Communities to the nearest approved disposal area would be in line with dis-
tances to other regional sites from neighboring Long Island Sound Communities, (This
can be seen from Figure 2 of the Draft EIS).

We are further concerned that very little emphasis has been given to the needs of
the Western area of Long Island Sound. We suggest that the EIS be finalized without
delay, and that additional EIS's be commenced on additional dumping sites in Western
Long Island Sound - New York State waters. This search should include a review of
such deep hole areas as near the Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and
Larchmont Harbor, near David's Island off New Rochelle, and Eatons Neck West.

Two major shortcomings of the present Draft EIS are that only Federal maintenance
dredging is considered, thus excluding other non-Federal maintenance dredging figures,
and the extremely low estimates for the next fifty years of the amount of Federal
maintenance dredging that will be done in the Westchestexr area. It 1s shortsighted,
at best, to look only at Federal projects. Unless the area from the shore line to
the channel and Federal anchorage areas is dredged, boats will not be able to get to
shore, Therefore, the Federal dredging is only partially solving the problems that
exist, and the amount of non-Federal dredging in many cases will be four times or
more than that of the Federal projects. In Mamaroneck, the Federal project just com-
pleted was approximately 20,000 cubic yards, and the amount of non-Federal dredging
will be approximately 80,000 cubic yards. Table C~15 grossly understates the amount
of Federal maintenance dreding to be undertaken in the next fifty years.

-~ Continued -
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Mamaroneck Harbor (based upon the just completed proiect) should run approximately
120,000 cubic yards, Milton Harbor, Larchmont Harbor, and Echo Bay show no dredging
over the next fifty years. Yet the Federal government is going to public notice
shortly for a large project in Milton Harbor. New Rochelle shows nominal dredging
as does Portchester. In short, the total figures for the Federal maintenance
dredging should be estimated at over 1,000,000 cubic yards without any of the non—~
Federal work which could run over four times the Federal projections, or 4,000,000

cubic yards,

We hope that these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which is long
overdue, The reopening of dump sites in the western sectlon of Long Island Sound
is eritical, and we strongly urge that Site E be reéactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

N

JIM/1d J. Jay Mautner



\/ktar\J.Flnk
636 Slwore Acr'ec Dr'ive .
Mamaronec‘i, New York 10543

June 29, 1981

Mr. David Tomey
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Pl

New England Division Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
L2k Trapelo Road Impact Statement for Disposal of
Waltham, MA 0225k Dredged Material in the Long

- Island Sound Region.
Dear Mr. Tomey.
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be reopened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as that
portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters) should
be reopened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of Engineers

to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island Sound Waters.

Deep hole areas which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,

between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor near Davis Island, and
Fatons Neck West dump:site.

k) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal Main- .
tenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and consideration
in long-range planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore communities of
Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower Connecticut, Westchester
County, as well as those portions of Long Island Sound and New York
City in the same vicinity.

The reopening of dump sites in the Western section of Long Iéland Sound

is eritical and I strongly urge that SITE "E" BE REACTIVATED IMMEDIATELY.

Since 1y,
Zg‘»g

Victor J.

VIF/jm
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26 BROADWAY
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10004

212-344.2150
June 30, 1981
Mr. David Tomey
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division
424 Trapelc Road
Waltham, Massachusetts 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for
Disposal of Dredged Material in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1. Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and
known as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in
Connecticut State Waters) should be reopened immedi-
ately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps
of Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in
Western Long Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas
which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near
Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4. That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the
Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be given more
emphasis and consideration in long range planning for
the dumping of dredged spoils.

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Socund encompassing
lower Conn., Westchester County as well as those por-
tions of L. I. Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.

6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EIs for the Westchester area be increased
from 250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yeards for
Federal maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000
cubic yards be included representing maintenance dredg-
ing by entities other than the Federal government.

I -hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which
is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western section
of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site E
be reactivated immediately.

Very truly your;,

/ N

BDK:cd
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June 30, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Enviornmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the
Eollowing: _

1. Western long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2. Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and knowm as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State
Waters) should be re-opened immediately to dumping of dredged
spoils.

3. Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long
Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which should be con~
sidered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and

Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump
site, '

5. More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communi-
ties of Western Long Island Sound encanpassing lower Conn.,
Westchester County as well as those portions of L.I. Sound and
New York City in the same vicinity.

" 6. The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from
250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal
maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards
be included representing maintenance dredging by entities
other than the Federal govermment.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding
the final EIS which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump
sites in the Western section of Long Island Sound is criti-

cal and I strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immedi-
ately.

Sincerely,

| Qméméc%‘m
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625 Guion Drive
Mamarcneck, New York 10543
July 1, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New England Divisien

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass 02254 Re: Draft Programmatic Enviormental
Impact Statement for Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:

We wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

(1) Western Long Island Sound should be re-cpened for dumping of dredged spoils
at least from the adjacent areas.

(2) Specifically, 8ite E{identified in the Draft EIS and known as that portion
of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters) should be reopened imme diately
to dumping of dredged spoils.

{3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of Engineers to locate
additional dumping siteds in Wesbern Long Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which
should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

{(4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal maintenance
areas. and shoreline be given more emphasis and consideration in long range planning
for the dumping of dredged spoils.

(5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities of Western
Long Island Sound encdompassing lower Conn, Westchester County as well as those portions
of L.I. Sound and New York City in the same vacinity.

(6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in the Draft EIS
for the Westchester -area be increased from 250,00 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic
vards for Federal maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be
included representing maintenance dredging by entities other than the Federal
government.

We hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which is long overdue.
The recpening of dump sites in the Western section of Long Island Scund is critical
and we strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

Mxl & Mrs. Uchida



Phone: 914 267-4120
Lecnard M. Feltman
Seville Avenue
Rye, New York 10580

June 25,1981

Mr. David Tomewv

U.S. Army Ceres of Engineers
New Ensland Division

424 Trarelo Road

Walthams Mass. 02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
ImrPact Statement for DispPosal of
Predaed Material in the Long Island
Sound Resion.

Dear Mr. Tomev: ‘

I wish to 90 on record as stronely ursing the following!

13 Western Long Island Sound should be re-orened for
dumrPing spoils at least from the adiacent areas.

2)  Specifically, Side E (identified in the Draft EIS and
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known as that portion of Eatons Neck East lvine in Connecticut

State MWaters) should be reopened immediately to dumpins

dredged spPoils.

3) Additional EIS“s shouild be uhdertaken by the Army Cores

of Engineers to locate additional dumpring sites in Western

of

Lonsg

Island Sound Waters. Deer hale areas which should be considered
include Throgas Neck Bridse. between Execution Rock and Larchmont

Harbor, near Davis Island.. and Eatons Neck West dume site.

4) That the concert of non—-Federal dredsing between the
Federal! maintenance areas and shoreline be given more

dredoged spoils.

) More emphasis be siven toe the needs of the Sound - Shore

Communities of Western Lans Island Sound encompassing

emrhasis
and consideration in lon® range plannins for the dumpinsg

. of

Tower

Connecticut, Westchester County as well as thuse portions of Long

Island Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.

&) The Ffigures of estimated dredogine for the next Fifty

vyears in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from

250,000 cubic vyards to 1,000,000 cubic vards for

‘ Federal
maintenance dredzin®g and an additional 4,000,000 cubic vards

be

included rerresenting maintenance dredesing by ent1t1es nther than

the Federal sovernment.

I hore that these comments prove helpful in speedine the final
EIS which is Tone overdue. The reorenina of dump sites in the
Western section of Lono Island Sound is critical and I stronsly
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yrag that Site E be reactivated immediatel .
Very..truly youg

Zf@&

Leonard M. tman
LMF/im
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Nichols

YACHT YARDS

June 25, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of Eng1neers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

Dear Mr. Tomey:

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement for Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region.

I (we) wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) MWestern Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping
of dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known
as that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Conmecticut
State Waters) should be reopened immediately to dumping of
dredged spo1ls

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western
Long Island Sound Waters. Deep hole areas which should be
considered include Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution
Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons
Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of
dredged spoils.

{Cont'd)
LOCATIONS

B NICHOLS, MAMARONECK, N.Y. B NICHOLS, FLUSHING, N.Y. ¥ NICHOLS, STATEN ISLAND
500 Rushmore Ave. World's Falr Maring Great Kills Park Maving
Mamaroneck, N.Y. 10543 Northem Bivd,, Flushing, N.Y. 11368 P.Q. Box 98
{814} 608-6085 (242) 888-8300 Staten istand, N.Y. 10306

» NICHOLS, RYE. N.Y. ® NICHOLS, MANHATTAN, N.Y. {212) 351-8476
101 Hix Ave. HuJson Harbor Boat Basin, Inc. 8 NICHOLS BAYSIDE MARINA
Rye, New York 10580 7g9th St, & Hudson River Foot of Z8th Ave. & Beit Prwy.
(014) BET-3464 New York, N.Y. 10024 Bayside, N.Y, 11360

{212) 382-0800 (212) 229-8565
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5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing
Tower Connecticut, Westchester County as well as those
portions of Long Island Sound and New York City in the
‘same vicinity.

6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years
in the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased
from 250,000 cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for
Federal maintenance dredging and an additional 4,000,000
cubic yards be included representing maintenance dredging
by entities other than the Federal government.

I (we) hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western
section of Long Island Sound is critical and we strongly urge that
Site E be reactivated immediately.

/”/;icho1s Yacht Yards, Inc.

John Pavlik
Manager

JP:ga
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Basil P. Tangredi, D.V.M. |
Greenlawn Veterinary Clinic 51 Broadway, Greeniawn, New York 11740 » 7578700

14 July 1981

C.E. Edgar III, Col.

Dept of Army

New England Division Corps o
Engineers A

424 Trapelo Rd

Waltham, Mass 12254

Dear Col. Edgar,

Some six weeks ago I received at my home address (153 0ld Winkle

- Point Dr, Northport, N.Y. 11768) the Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement relating to the subject of dredge spoil disposal
in Long Island Sound. While I am generally philosophically opposed
to open water dumping, I realize that dredging must take place
on both shores of Long Island Sound and that disposal is thus
inevitable. The identification of several sites for such disposal
in the PEIS would be acceptable for the cleaner materials (Classes
I and II). For dredge materials containing significant toxic
substances 1 would endorse the containment facilities outlined
in the werkshop given last spring in conjunciion with the L.I.
Sound Taskforce. I realize this latter method entails considerable
expense, and the dikes would require ongoing maintenance. However,
I believe that any alternative that would expose the marine environ-
ment to contamination with these substances would entail greater
expense to the economy znd public health.

‘2%§cerel
4
. ;’-M?.,._.é a(/‘,’
B. Tangredi

Board of Directors of
Lyman Langdon Audubon Soc.

*



FINLEY, KUMBLE, WAGNER, HEINE ,UNDERBERG & CASEY

FINLEY, KUMBLE, WAGNER, HEINE & UNDERBERG

HOIl BRICKELL AVENUE
MIAMI, FLORIDA 3313|
(305} 358-8060

TELECOPIER [20B) 37/-3855

4253 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK, N. Y. tO0O22

{212) 37!-5900‘ [TELEX 425897 LEGI LI}
GABLE: LENFINLEY, New YORK TELECOPIER [212) 371-3469

L ) FINLEY, KUMBLE, WAGNER, HEINE, UNDERBERG & MANLEY
120 CONNEGTICUT AVENUE, N.W. 2026 CENTURY PARK EAST

WASHINGTON, D.£. 20036 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 20067
{202) 867-4000 . {213} BS7-Q11
TELECOPIER (202) BE7-4410 . TELECOP|ER {213) BET-0808

July 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.5. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass.

02254

Re: Draft Programmatic Environmental

- Impact Statement for Disposal of
Dredged Material in the Long Island
Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

following:

I wish to go on record ‘as strongly urging the

1

2)

3)

Western Iong Island Sound should be re-opened for
dumping of dredged spoils at least from the
adjacent areas.

Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft

EIS and known as that portion of Eatons Neck East
lying in Connecticut State Waters) should be re-
opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army
Corps of Engineers to locate additional dumping
sites in Western Long Island Sound Waters. Deep
hole areas which should be considered include Throgs
Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons WNeck West

dump site.

f1q



Pig

FINLEY, KUMBLE,WAGNER, HEINE, UNDERBERG & CASEY

Mr., David Tomey
July 23, 1981
Page 2

-4} That the concept of non-Federal dredging between
the Federal maintenance areas and shoreline be given
more emphasis and consideration in long range
planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound
Shore Communities of Western Long Island encompassing
lower Conn., Westchester County as well as those
portions of L.I. Sound and New York City in the
same vicinity.

6} The figures of estimated dredging for the next
fifty years in the Draft EIS for the Westchester
area be increased from 250,000 cubic yards to
1,000,000 cubic vards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards
be included representing maintenance dredging by
entities other than the Federal government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the
final EIS which is long overdue. The reopening of dump sites
in the Western section of Long Island Sound is critical and we
strongly urge that Site E be reactivated immediately.

Sincerely,

FINLEY, KUMBLE, WAGNER,
HEINE, UNDERBERG & CASEY

By:

Scott R,“Johnson

SRJ:a0
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21 Stuyvesant Ave.
- Larchmont, New York 10538
July 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmenﬁal Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft FIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters)
should be re-opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additionally EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additiconal dumping sites in Western Leng Island
Sound waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered include
the Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and the shoreline be given more emphasis and

consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils,

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County, as well as those portions of Long
Island Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.
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6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000
cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing maintenance dredglng by entities other than the
Federal Government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS o
which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in the Western
section of Long Island Sound is critical and I strongly urge that
Site £ be reactiviated immediately.

Sincerely,

?&mjb&&?&utﬁ\.

Elizabeth R. Pennington
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115 East 92nd St.
New York, New York 10028
July 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U. S. Army Corps of Englneers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters)
should be re-opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additionally EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island
Sound waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered include
the Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredglng between the Federal
maintenance areas and the shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils.

S5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County, as well as those portions of Long
Island Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.
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6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000
cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing maintenance. dredging by entities other than the
Federal Government,.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in the Western
section of Long Island Sound is critical and I strongly urge that
Site E be reactiviated immediately.

Sincerely,

Qo s

Mo T. Charles Lee



250 East 87th St. Apt. 14H
New York, New York 10028
July 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey :
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

 RE: Draft Programmatic Envirormental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) Western Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters)
should be re-opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additionally EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island
Sound waters. ODeep hole areas which should be considered include
the Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4)‘That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and the shoreline be given more emphasis and
consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils.

" 5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County, as well as those portions of Long
Island Socund and New York City in the same vicinity.

pas



6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000
cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an additional 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing maintenance dredging by entities other than the
Federal Government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in the Western
section of Long Island Seund is critical and I strongly urge that
Site E be reactiviated immediately.

Sincerely,

Hivwe S Ypm

Kinne S. Yon:
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632 Shorc Acres Drive
Mamaroneck, New York

July 21, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

U.S. Army Corps of tnglneers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, Mass. 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the. . Long Istand Sound Region.

Dear Mr. Tomey:
I wish to go on record as strongly urging the foilowing:

1) Western Long island Sound should be re- opened for dumping of dredged
spoils at least from the adjacent areas.

2) Specificaliy, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as that
portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters) should
be recpened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils,

3) Additional EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of Engineers
to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island Sound Waters.
Deep hole areas which should be considered include Throgs Neck Bridge,
between Execution Rock and Larchmont Harbor, near Davis Island, and
_tatons Neck West dump site,

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal maintenance
areas and shoreline be given more emphasis and consideration in long
range planning for the dumping of dredged spoils.

5} More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore Communities of
Western Long Island Sounid encompassing lower Connecticut, Westchester
County.as well as those portions of Long lsland Sound and New York City
in the same vicinity.

6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in the Draft
E1S for the Westchester area be increased form 250,000 cubic yards to
1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance dredging and an additional
4,000,000 cubic yards be included representing maintenance dredging by
entities other than the Federal government.
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Page 2

RE: Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long island Sound Region..

| {we) hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS which is
Tong overdue. The reopening of dump sites in the Western section of Long
Istand Sound is critical and we strongly urge that Site E be reactivated im-

mediately.

Sincereby, -

C. Birge*Sigety

CBS/bw
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343 East 30th St. Apt. 16J
New York, New York
July 23, 1981

Mr. David Tomey

Y. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England Division

424 Trapelo Road

Waltham, MA 02254

RE: Draft Programmatic-EnvirOnmenta; Impacf-
Statement for Disposal of Dredged Material
in the Long Island Sound Region

Dear Mr. Tomey:

I wish to go on record as strongly urging the following:

1) wWwestern Long Island Sound should be re-opened for dumping of
dredged spoils at least from the adjacent aress.

2) Specifically, Site E (identified in the Draft EIS and known as
that portion of Eatons Neck East lying in Connecticut State Waters)
should be re-~opened immediately to dumping of dredged spoils.

3) Additionally EIS's should be undertaken by the Army Corps of
Engineers to locate additional dumping sites in Western Long Island
Sound waters. Deep hole areas which should be considered include
the Throgs Neck Bridge, between Execution Rock and Larchmont
Harbor, near Davis Island, and Eatons Neck West dump site.

4) That the concept of non-Federal dredging between the Federal
maintenance areas and the shoreline be given more emphasis and

consideration in long range planning for the dumping of dredged
spoils.

5) More emphasis be given to the needs of the Sound Shore
Communities of Western Long Island Sound encompassing lower
Connecticut, Westchester County, as well as those portions of Long
Island Sound and New York City in the same vicinity.
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6) The figures of estimated dredging for the next fifty years in
the Draft EIS for the Westchester area be increased from 250,000
cubic yards to 1,000,000 cubic yards for Federal maintenance
dredging and an add1t10na1 4,000,000 cubic yards be included
representing maintenance dredglng by entities other than the
Federal Government.

I hope these comments prove helpful in speeding the final EIS
which is long overdue. The re-opening of dump sites in the Western
section of Long Island Scund is critical and I strongly urge that
Site E be reactiviated immediately.

Sincerely,

Robert G. §§$%€E%%

bl



